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Jenny Hofeer rocked the 1980's with ort ot the most public 
kind Her text pieces and "truisms' appeared on construc¬ 
tion gates. L6D electronic signboards and finally on giant 
electronic billboards in places such as New York s Times 
Square and Las Vegas Caesar s Palace. She Is an Inspira¬ 
tion to the gtrl-graffiti-write' in all women! 


V«* V ‘fcVt*tQNl 


Women’s Guerrilla History Project 


Women’s Guerrilla History Project 







































Think first about the action that is right to take, think later about coping with one’s fears. 

—Barbara Deming 
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A New Chance for Microradio 

FCC considers licensing low 


by PB Floyd 

The Free Radio movement now has an 
unprecedented opportunity to win its 
struggle to open the airwaves to low 
powered, community radio broadcasts in 
the wake of a Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) proposal issued 
February 3 to legalize forms of micro- 
radio broadcasting. Quick citizen action 
before an April 12 deadline is required to 
turn this opportunity to democratize the 
airwaves into reality. 

The so-called Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making (NPRM) issued by the FCC is a 
series of questions seeking public 
comment on whether and how the FCC 
should legalize three new kinds of low 
power FM radio stations. Each new type 
of station would be more local and 
cheaper to set up than existing “full 
power” FM stations. According to the 
FCC, the new stations would “provide 
new opportunities for community- 
oriented radio broadcasting, foster 
opportunities for new radio broadcast 


Communications. The CDC, which was 
crucial in developing the Free Radio 
movement’s legal strategies which forced 
the FCC to take this action, is hoping that 
hundreds of community organizations, 
unions, churches, local governments, and 
others with an interest in democracy will 
join in their comments. (See end of this 
article for how to comment.) 

The FCC’s Proposal to change the 
rules to peimit low-power FM broadcasts 
comes in response to the establishment of 
hundreds of unlicensed, micro-powered, 
community FM radio stations across the 
country over the last 5 years, and the 
positive response these actions have 
received from the public. These stations 
broadcast in defiance of the FCC’s ban on 
affordable, community radio, which has 
effectively prevented non-corporate 
voices from being heard. 

Since the inception of the FCC, but 
especially in the wake of the 1996 
Telecommunications Act, FCC regulations 
have guaranteed corporate domination of 


build and can only be heard in a local area, 
serving local listeners. 

The last five years of electronic civil 
disobedience by Free Radio stations has 
demonstrated how cheaply and easily 
normal citizens can take to the airwaves, 
while also avoiding the danger of radio 
interference. The FCC has consistently 
resisted licensing lower power stations, 
arguing that they would interfere with 
large stations and airplanes. In the field, 
however, low power stations haven’t 
interfered. 

More importantly, the Free Radio 
movement has demonstrated the 
bankruptcy of FCC policies which 
restrict free speech and make the FM 
radio dial a vast wasteland of corporate 
formats, increasingly devoid of local 
programming and passion. People in 
communities across the land where 
unlicensed stations conducted broadcasts 
got a taste of what radio communication 
could provide: spontaneity, diversity, 
relevance, local information, non- 
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FCC considers licensing Iow power stations | 



by PB Floyd 

“Urban Warrior”, the Marine Corps 
wargame in which 6,000 Marines will practice 
invading Oakland and Alameda March 15-18, 
followed by an exposition of military hardware 
and ships at Jack London Square March 19-21, 
is an incredibly insidious exercise in militarism 
and US corporate global domination. Using 
Harrier jets, helicopters, hovercraft, humvees, 
armored personnel carriers and firing 
thousands of rounds of blank ammunition, the 
wargame is designed to test the Marines’ 
ability to fight in an “uiban” context. 

Marine Corps commanders reason that as 
globalization and US corporate domination 
concentrate billions of poor people world-wide 
into dense urban areas, the Marines have to be 


by PB Floyd 

The Free Radio movement now has an 
unprecedented opportunity to win its 
struggle to open the airwaves to low 
powered, community radio broadcasts in 
the wake of a Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) proposal issued 
February 3 to legalize forms of micro¬ 
radio broadcasting. Quick citizen action 
before an April 12 deadline is required to 
turn this opportunity to democratize the 
airwaves into reality. 

The so-called Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making (NPRM) issued by the FCC is a 
series of questions seeking public 
comment on whether and how the FCC 
should legalize three new kinds of low 
power FM radio stations. Each new type 
of station would be more local and 
cheaper to set up than existing “full 
power” FM stations. According to the 
FCC, the new stations would “provide 
new opportunities for community- 
oriented radio broadcasting, foster 
opportunities for new radio broadcast 
ownership and promote additional 
diversity in radio voices and program 
services.” 

The FCC is accepting answers to the 
questions posed in its NPRM from the 
public until April 12, and reply comments 
until May 12. Everyone interested in 
democratizing the airwaves is strongly 
encouraged to submit comments, or sign 
on in support of comments which will be 
submitted by the National Lawyer’s 
Guild’s Committee on Democratic 


Communications. The CDC, which was 
crucial in developing the Free Radio 
movement’s legal strategies which forced 
the FCC to take this action, is hoping that 
hundreds of community organizations, 
unions, churches, local governments, and 
others with an interest in democracy will 
join in their comments. (See end of this 
article for how to comment.) 

The FCC’s Proposal to change the 
rules to permit low-power FM broadcasts 
comes in response to the establishment of 
hundreds of unlicensed, micro-powered, 
community FM radio stations across the 
country over the last 5 years, and the 
positive response these actions have 
received from the public. These stations 
broadcast in defiance of the FCC’s ban on 
affordable, community radio, which has 
effectively prevented non-corporate 
voices from being heard. 

Since the inception of the FCC, but 
especially in the wake of the 1996 
Telecommunications Act, FCC regulations 
have guaranteed corporate domination of 
the airwaves. Although the FCC is 
theoretically charged with regulating the 
radio spectrum “in the public interest” by 
balancing “diversity of voices" against 
the limited space on the radio spectrum, 
the FCC has mostly regulated “in the 
corporate interest.” The FCC has 
favored corporations by licensing a few 
centralized, high powered and very 
expensive to build and operate stations in 
each area, while prohibiting low power 
radio transmitters, which are cheap to 


build and can only be heard in a local area, 
serving local listeners. 

The last five years of electronic civil 
disobedience by Free Radio stations has 
demonstrated how cheaply and easily 
normal citizens can take to the airwaves, 
while also avoiding the danger of radio 
interference. The FCC has consistently 
resisted licensing lower power stations, 
arguing that they would interfere with 
large stations and airplanes. In the field, 
however, low power stations haven’t 
interfered. 

More importantly, the Free Radio 
movement has demonstrated the 
bankruptcy of FCC policies which 
restrict free speech and make the FM 
radio dial a vast wasteland of corporate 
formats, increasingly devoid of local 
programming and passion. People in 
communities across the land where 
unlicensed stations conducted broadcasts 
got a taste of what radio communication 
could provide: spontaneity, diversity, 
relevance, local information, non¬ 
corporate viewpoints, and creativity 
rarely heard on commercial or large, 
bureaucratic public stations. 

People across America have welcomed 
the fresh voices on “illegal", unlicensed 
Free Radio stations and have wondered 
why the FCC couldn’t permit the cheap, 
democratizing technology that low power 
radio represents. The FCC claims it 
received over 13,000 inquiries last year 

Continued on page 14 





















































“Urban Warrior", the Marine Corps 
wargame in which 6,000 Marines will practice 
invading Oakland and Alameda March 15-18, 
followed by an exposition of military hardware 
and ships at Jack London Square March 19-21, 
is an incredibly insidious exercise in militarism 
and US corporate global domination. Using 
Harrier jets, helicopters, hovercraft, humvees, 
armored personnel carriers and firing 
thousands of rounds of blank ammunition, the 
wargame is designed to test the Marines’ 
ability to fight in an “urban” context. 

Marine Corps commanders reason that as 
globalization and US corporate domination 
concentrate billions of poor people world-wide 
into dense urban areas, the Marines have to be 
prepared to put down the inevitable rebellions 
that will develop. A 1997 press release from 
the Marine Corps Warfighting Laboratory 
(MCWL), which is organizing the Oakland 
invasion, notes that by 2020, 70 percent of 
the world’s population will live in cities and 
that “many areas will have scarce resources... 
As populations grow and resources shrink even 
further, the chances for conflict will naturally 
grow... Tactics and doctrine must be refined 
and modified ... to meet the challenges of 
future urban warfare." 

According to Lt. Gen. John Rhodes, 
commander of the US Marine Corps Combat 
Development Command at Quantico, Virginia, 
which hosts the Marine Corps Warfighting 
Laboratory, “there is a good chance we are 
going to fight in the urban environment, 
whether it’s skyscrapers, a slum or urban 
sprawl... [FJuture Marines will fight in the air, 
in buildings, on the streets and in subways or 
sewers - simultaneously." 

The Marines have been the premiere arm of 
US imperialism for over 200 years, conducting 
over 400 invasions or military interventions. 
Most of these have been to protect US 
corporate interests and property, and almost 
all have been against third-world poor people 
fighting for freedom from US economic 
domination. 

Of even more concern for domestic activists 
are Marine claims that Urban Warrior will 

Continued on page 13 


The FCC is accepting answers to tne 
questions posed in its NPRM from the 
public until April 12, and reply comments 
until May 12. Everyone interested in 
democratizing the airwaves is strongly 
encouraged to submit comments, or sign 
on in support of comments which will be 
submitted by the National Lawyer’s 
Guild’s Committee on Democratic 


balancing diversity of voices against 
the limited space on the radio spectrum, 
the FCC has mostly regulated “in the 
corporate interest.” The FCC has 
favored corporations by licensing a few 
centralized, high powered and very 
expensive to build and operate stations in 
each area, while prohibiting low power 
radio transmitters, which are cheap to 


People across Amenca have welcomed 
the fresh voices on “illegal”, unlicensed 
Free Radio stations and have wondered 
why the FCC couldn’t permit the cheap, 
democratizing technology that low power 
radio represents. The FCC claims it 
received over 13,000 inquiries last year 
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Legalized Violence: 

_ Cops that Kill 


by Mumia Abu-Jamal 

A young woman, engulfed in a diabetic coma 
while sitting in her car, is repeatedly shot by a 
corps of cops, who say they are threatened by 
the young woman. Tyesha Miller, of Riverside, 
California, becomes a statistic. 

A young man sitting in his car in North Philly 
is surrounded by a phalanx of armed cops, 
whose guns are pointed at him from all points. 
He is ordered to raise his hands. When he does 
so, he is shot to death by one of the cops, who 


insists he thought he saw a gun. The 18-year 
old is unarmed. Dontae Dawson becomes a 
statistic. 

An emigrant from the West African nation 
of Guinea comes to America, taking an 
apartment in New York’s Bronx Borough. 
When four NYPD cops approach his door, 
reportedly because of a suspected rape (he 
was not a suspect), he is shot at 41 times. 
Nineteen shots hit him. Amadou Diallo was 


unarmed, and will never return to West Africa. 

In case after case after case, in city after 
city, from coast to coast, such cases arise with 
alarming regularity, worsened by the 
realization that, in most cases, cops who have 
committed these acts, that if committed by 
others would constitute high crimes, will face 
no serious prosecution, if any prosecution at 
all. 

They are, the corporate media assures us, 
“just doing their jobs", “under an awful lot of 


pressure”, or “in fear", and therefore justified 
in what they do. In the language of the media, 
the very media that make their millions off of 
the punishment industry calling for the vilest 
sentences known to man, turn, in the twinkling 
of an eye, into paragons of mercy, who lament 
that the “line young men" who “served their 
community” are in “trouble", or have 
“suffered enough." 

The suffering of the slain, because they are 


young, and black, are all but forgotten in this 
unholy algebra that devalues Black life, while 
heightening the worth of the assailants 
because they work for the state. 

The worst lie that is often trotted out when 
such cases occur is when politicians and media 
people sing the praises of such people, who are 
called, by virtue of their jobs, “public 
servants." Since when have sen/ants (of any 
kind) acted in the vile, arrogant, monstrous 
manner that many of these cops do in Black, 
Hispanic and poor communities? Since when 
have such servants been in the position to 
slaughter, shoot, humiliate and imprison the 
very public they are sworn to serve? 

They are servants, if at all, of the political 
structures of which they are a part, not of the 
people. They are servants, if at all, of the 
state. They serve the interests of capital, of 
the wealthy, of those who run this system from 
their bank vaults and corporate offices. 

They do not serve the poor, the powerless, 
nor the uninfluential. 

They never have. 

They are an armed force organized to 
protect the interests of the established, and 

Continued on page 11 


The history of labor in this country is splattered by the blood 
of trade unionists who were beaten, shot and crushed to the 
earth for striking against capital. 
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Welcome to the Green Issue, Spring 1999 
and our 11th Birthday! Hard to imagine that a 
project such as Slingshot could survive this 
long. Through the years we’ve refined our 
process from painful, dreaded meetings, to 
politically vital and most importantly fun and 
productive collective discussions. We’re 
looking forward to new improvements, 
additions, and maybe even new projects. We 
now do layout with custom Slingshot armbands 
and headbands, plenty of chocolate, and even 
pesto and singing. We still use wax and scisors, 
not computers, to give it the authentic 
Slingshot look and allow as many people as 
possible to participate in the process. 

This past month we’ve welcomed some 
revolutionary computer geeks, who are working 
hard to improve our online presence. We’ve 
added to the Slingshot Archives, and will 
continue to enhance the site, so you’ll be able to 
see our changes through the years. We hope, 
eventually, to have complimentary online 
components, publishing things on the web that 
we can’t or don’t print. Are you interested in 
anything specific on the website? We’ve moved 
the site to http://www.tao.ca/~slingshot. 
They are an interesting online squatting space, 
check them out. You can also send your articles, 
comments or whatever to us at our new email 
address slingshot ©tao.ca. This will reliably 
have your ideas and articles arrive to 
Slingshot. 

We’re always looking for writers, artists, 
photographers, editors, distributors and 
free-thinkers to make the paper better. 
Slingshot accepts unsolicited articles. Please 
send a disk if you can. 
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Three 

Strikes 

Dear Slingshot, 

At present I’m doing 51 years to life for 2- 
(10851s) driving a vehicle without the owners 
consent. Under California’s new 3 strikes law, 
any new felony (3rd felony) requires a 25 
years to life sentence. In my case, I had 2 joy 
ridings, and since they are considered felonies 
under California law, I was sentenced to two 
25 to life terms plus a 1 year prison prior 
enhancement. 

I already had two prior strikes dating back 
to 1985 and since the 3 strike law of 1994 
was applied retroactively, well, my prior 
qualified me for the 3 strikes and you’re out 
provision. 

I am not taking this laying down but rather, 
I’m reaching out to organizations and publicists 
as well as political powers to try and be heard. 

F.A.C.T.S. [Families to Amend California’s 
Three Strikes-see address below -ed.] is 
trying to gain public support and rally up 
public awareness to the unjustifiable 
application of the 3 strike law. Their goal is to 
limit the application of the 3 strike law, so that 
it would only apply to serious and violent 
felonies. 

It makes me feel good when I write to 
someone. By reaching out and expressing my 
views, concerns and beliefs, I feel that there is 
hope, and that someday my circumstance will 
change because “I didn’t take it laying down." 

p.s. 51 years to life, for two minor 
wobbler offenses; has society forgotten that 
I’m someone’s brother, uncle, and son? 

God Bless, Jesse Gomez, K-626067, 
Pelican Bay State Prison, B.6.224, PO Box 
7000, Crescent City, CA 95531. 

To contact Families to Amend California’s 
Three Strikes, contact PO Box 21613, San 
Jose, CA 95151, 408-977-2121. They are 
pushing legislation to amend Three Strikes. 



Madre del Mundo, by Marcia Gomez 
Presented at NTS Mother’s Day 1988 


Western Shoshone lands were stolen for the 
creation of the Nevada Test Site where 
subcritical nuclear weapons tests are going on 
with regularity. On Mother's Day there will be 
a gathering to demand an end to all nuclear 
weapons development programs and an 
immediate halt to the dumping of deadly 
nuclear waste on the land. The Nevada Test 
‘Site is the epicenter for the nuclear industry, 
but many groups are organizing local events in 
order to visibly demonstrate the links in the 
nuclear chain and show widespread solidarity 


Create 


and respect for mothers standing in defense 
of their lands, families and cultural rights. 

The Spring Gathering will include a Mother's 
Day brunch and rally at the Test Site gates; 
community-building activities, nonviolence 
training, daily sunrise ceremonies and sweat 
lodges, Atomic Cafe, campfires and drumming. 

For more information contact: Healing 
Global Wounds, PO Box 420, Tecopa, CA 
92389. Phone 760-852-4175. 
hgw@scruznet.com 
http://www.shundahai.org/HGW/ 

Celebrate 
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possible to participate in the process. 

This past month we’ve welcomed some 
revolutionary computer geeks, who are working 
hard to improve our online presence. We’ve 
added to the Slingshot Archives, and will 
continue to enhance the site, so you’ll be able to 
see our changes through the years. We hope, 
eventually, to have complimentary online 
components, publishing things on the web that 
we can’t or don’t print. Are you interested in 
anything specific on the website? We’ve moved 
the site to http://www.tao.ca/~slingshot. 
They are an interesting online squatting space, 
check them out. You can also send your articles, 
comments or whatever to us at our new email 
address slingshot ©tao.ca. This will reliably 
have your ideas and articles arrive to 
Slingshot. 

We’re always looking for writers, artists, 
photographers, editors, distributors and 
free-thinkers to make the paper better. 
Slingshot accepts unsolicited articles. Please 
send a disk if you can. 

Slingshot is a quarterly, independent, 
radical newspaper published in the East Bay 
since 1988. Editorial decisions about Slingshot 
are made by the Slingshot collective. Articles 
do not necessarily represent the opinions of 
everyone in Slingshot. We welcome debate, 
discussion and criticism. 

Slingshot Volunteer Meeting 

Volunteers interested in getting involved in 
Slingshot can meet with us on April 11 at 4pm. 
at the Long Haul in Berkeley (see below). 

Article Deadline & Next Issue Date 

The projected deadline for article 
submission for Issue #65 is May 18, 1999. 
Issue #65 is expected to be out on June 
3,1999. 

Printed March 4,1999 

Volume 1, Number 64 • Circulation: 10,000 

Slingshot Newspaper 

Sponsored by Long Haul 

3124 Shattuck Ave. • Berkeley, CA 94705 
Phone: (510) 540-0751 
Email: slingshot@tao.ca 



F.A.C.T.S. [Families to Amend California’s 
Three Strikes-see address below -ed.] is 
trying to gain public support and rally up 
public awareness to the unjustifiable 
application of the 3 strike law. Their goal is to 
limit the application of the 3 strike law, so that 
it would only apply to serious and violent 
felonies. 

It makes me feel good when I write to 
someone. By reaching out and expressing my 
views, concerns and beliefs, I feel that there is 
hope, and that someday my circumstance will 
change because “I didn’t take it laying down.” 

p.s. 51 years to life, for two minor 
wobbler offenses; has society forgotten that 
I’m someone’s brother, uncle, and son? 

God Bless, Jesse Gomez, K-626067, 
Pelican Bay State Prison, B.6.224, PO Box 
7000, Crescent City, CA 95531. 

To contact Families to Amend California’s 
Three Strikes, contact PO Box 21613, San 
Jose, CA 95151, 408-977-2121. They are 
pushing legislation to amend Three Strikes. 


Millions for Mumia 
March 

Black 

Bloc 

Proposal 


Some people are calling for an anarchist 
'black bloc' to march at the Millions for Mumia 
rally in Philadelphia, PA on April 24, 1999. 
Why? 

• To show that the Mumia case is one of an 
imprisoned individual fighting against the 
repressive state. 

• To show the anarchist movement can 
cooperate despite differences, different 
groups and tendencies. 

• To be visible, fly the black flag of 
anarchism, to hand out fliers or newspapers 
giving an anarchist view of the case, to shout 
anarchist sloaans. 


creation of the Nevada Test Site where 
subcritical nuclear weapons tests are going on 
with regularity. On Mother's Day there will be 
a gathering to demand an end to all nuclear 
weapons development programs and an 
immediate halt to the dumping of deadly 
nuclear waste on the land. The Nevada Test 
'Site is the epicenter for the nuclear industry, 
but many groups are organizing local events in 
order to visibly demonstrate the links in the 
nuclear chain and show widespread solidarity 
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of their lands, families and cultural rights. 

The Spring Gathering will include a Mother's 
Day brunch and rally at the Test Site gates; 
community-building activities, nonviolence 
training, daily sunrise ceremonies and sweat 
lodges, Atomic Cafe, campfires and drumming. 

For more information contact: Healing 
Global Wounds, PO Box 420, Tecopa, CA 
92389. Phone 760-852-4175. 
hgw@scmznet.com 
http://www.shundahai.org/HGW/ 
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A few more 1999 Slingshot organizers are still available until March 27! Prices have just gone 
down! $4 for a copy, post paid. Or, you can still order bulk copies (5 or more) for $3 each. Also, 
look for Slingshot’s table at the Anarchist Bookfair on March 27, where we’ll be getting rid of the 
last 1999 Organizers, by all means necessary. 

If you want to help on the Y2K Organizer, due out in September, contact us. We’ll be doing date 
research and editing in May and June, layout in July and August. Or submit your dreams, ideas and 
suggestions for the Y2K Organizer by mail. Thanks. 

Next year's organizer prices are going up slightly because mailing is expensive! 

2000 Organizer prices: 

Still $5 for one copy, post paid 
4 copies for $15 (4-9 copies $3.50 each) 

10 or more copies $3 each 
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121 Centre 
sets up the 
barricades 


On the cover: 


Women’s 

Guerrilla 

History 

Project 

The Women’s guerrilla history project is a 
oud of women who make posters of 


The 18-year-old 121 Social Centre squat in 
South London is in danger of being shut down 
by the police as Slingshot goes to press. A 
squat for anti-fascists, feminists, folkies, 
autonomists, socialists, bike enthusiasts, 
punks, anti-racists, disabled liberationists, 
prison activists and others, 121 Centre is 
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do not necessarily represent the opinions of 
everyone in Slingshot. We welcome debate, 
discussion and criticism. 

Slingshot Volunteer Meeting 

Volunteers interested in getting involved in 
Slingshot can meet with us on April 11 at 4pm. 
at the Long Haul in Berkeley (see below). 

Article Deadline & Next Issue Date 

The projected deadline for article 
submission for Issue #65 is May 18, 1999. 
Issue #65 is expected to be out on June 
3,1999. 

Printed March 4,1999 
Volume 1, Number 64 • Circulation: 10,000 

Slingshot Newspaper 

Sponsored by Long Haul 

3124 Shattuck Ave. • Berkeley, CA 94705 
Phone: (510) 540-0751 
Email: slingshot©tao.ca 
http://www.tao.ca/~slingshot 



nimons for numia 
March 

Black 

Bloc 

Proposal 


Some people are calling for an anarchist 
'black bloc' to march at the Millions for Mumia 
rally in Philadelphia, PA on April 24, 1999. 
Why? 

• To show that the Mumia case is one of an 
imprisoned individual fighting against the 
repressive state. 

• To show the anarchist movement can 
cooperate despite differences, different 
groups and tendencies. 

• To be visible, fly the black flag of 
anarchism, to hand out fliers or newspapers 
giving an anarchist view of the case, to shout 
anarchist slogans. 

• To try to steer the movement toward more 
militancy. 

The call is merely a general call for an 
increased anarchist presence. Any 
other/better ideas? You don't like it? 
Contact us at: email: jmcintosh@wvwise.org or 
post: Black Bloc c/o PO Box 563 Morgantown, 
WV 26507. 


Circulation Information 


Slingshot is free in the Bay Area and is available at Long Haul and Bound Together Books (SF), 
plus lots of other places. Contact us if you want to distribute Slingshot for free in the Bay Area. 

Subscriptions to Slingshot are $1 per issue (bulk mail pre-paid) or $2 for First Class Mail 
after the issue comes out. International is $2.50 per issue. Back issues are also available. 

Bulk copies are available for 50 cents per issue for 6 or more copies, $1 international. 

If you are a subscriber and your mailing label reads “last issue: 64” this is your last issue. Send 
$ or a card or you’ll be removed from the list. Prisoners get a year free, renewed each year if you 
write us to say you’re still locked up. Financial hardship subscription extensions for non-prisoners 
will be considered- send us a card or something. We exchange with other publications and political 
groups on request. Please let us know if you move. Please send us $$$. _ 
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last 1999 Organizers, by all means necessary. 

If you want to help on the Y2K Organizer, due out in September, contact us. We’ll be doing date | 
research and editing in May and June, layout in July and August. Or submit your dreams, ideas and 
suggestions for the Y2K Organizer by mail. Thanks. 

Next year's organizer prices are going up slightly because mailing is expensive! 

2000 Organizer prices: 

Still $5 for one copy, post paid 
4 copies for $15 (4-9 copies $3.50 each) 

10 or more copies $3 each 
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On the cover: 


Women’s 

Guerrilla 

History 

Project 

The Women's guerrilla history project is a 
group of women who make posters of 
important, inspirational, amazing women and 
then wheatpaste the posters all over San 
Francisco. The goal is to make women’s history 
more visible and publicly present, to allow the 
everyday, random passerby to learn something 
of women’s history and then wonder why these 
accomplishments aren’t really celebrated or 
even known about 

The project started last March to celebrate 
women’s history month. There have been 
posters of religious leaders, artists, political 
prisoners, family members, all sorts of women. 
Anyone is fair game, from Margaret Mead and 
Charlotte Corday to ancient goddesses and 
Ani DiFranco. 

In a city adorned with advertisements which 
depict stereotypical and/or sexist images of 
women, it is a powerful statement to plaster 
the urban landscape with posters of our role 
models. This isn’t a “Don’t-try-this-at-home” 
project. Wheatpaste can be found in your local 
hardware store, in the wallpaper aisle. Go for 
it. 


121 Centre 
sets up the 
barricades 


The 18-year-old 121 Social Centre squat in 
South London is in danger of being shut down 
by the police as Slingshot goes to press. A 
squat for anti-fascists, feminists, folkies, 
autonomists, socialists, bike enthusiasts, 
punks, anti-racists, disabled liberationists, 
prison activists and others, 121 Centre is 
ready for a riot. The building has been 
occupied 24 hours a day, and it has been closed 
to public events for tactical reasons. 

The Centre collective and users have 
produced 2 editions of “South London 
Stress”, a newsletter exposing gentrification 
of Brixton and the council’s attacks on 121. By 
selling the property, Brixton would be losing 
its source of cheap entertainment and free 
advice on legal rights, only to be replaced by 
corporate profits and high price 
entertainment. The barricades are up, and 121 
Centre is prepared for the probable surprise 
eviction. 

For up to the minute info go to their website 
http://i.am.121 centre. Email to 

carolyn121 @ hotmail.com 


no eviction! 


























Spring 1999 • Slingshot • Page 3 


Police evict M anti-rood occupation 



Police remove a protester dressed as Santa 
Claus from his chimney lock-down. 600police 
stomned the anti-road Minnehaha Free State 
to make way for a new highway project 


For years, radical environmentalists, 
community activists, and traditionalists in 
England have banded together in a non-violent, 
direct-action movement to halt the 
construction of new roads. Road-building 
bifurcates communities, destroys open space 
and natural areas, and promotes ever- 
increasing congestion and pollution through 
increased car use. The Minnehaha Free State in 
Minneapolis represents the first major anti¬ 
roads effort in the US. 
by Solstice 

On December 20, 1998, just after 4 am, 7 
Ryder trucks stormed into a residential 
Minneapolis neighborhood at dangerously high 
speeds with their lights turned off. As each 
drove up beside a different house, men 
dressed in black piled out, some wearing gas 
masks, some carrying tear gas canisters, some 
touting laser-scope assault weapons. Soon an 
area about the size of a full city block was 
cordoned off. Helicopters hovered oveitiead. 
Sniper units were visible. Six hundred 
troopers were present in what became the 
largest police action in Minnesota history. 

Inside the houses, young women and men 
woke to the horror of tear gas-filled rooms 
(rooms as small as 10’ x 10’ were bombarded 
with up to five canisters of the toxin). Those 
who did not vacate quickly discovered 
troopers penetrating their barricades. The 
troopers beat some people severely. One 
woman’s nose was pushed back so hard that it 
broke. One man had his head beaten bloody as 
the raiders carried him out of a basement, 
forcing his head into each stair. Many of the 37 
people arrested had pepper spray applied 
directly and repeatedly to their open eyes. 
Neatly everyone was denied medical attention. 

What heinous crime had we committed that 
won us such treatment? We had dared to 
oppose the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation's (MnDOT) bureaucratic plan 


to reroute a highway (HWY 55) through a 
working class neighborhood and a city park; a 
reroute that would pave over an old-growth 
oak savanna, that would destroy sites sacred 
to the Mdewakanton Dakota, that would 
threaten the last remaining coldwater spring 
in the Twin Cities; a reroute that for 40 years 
the neighborhood had fought every step of the 
way through the legal process. 

When the legal system failed them, the 
community resistance to the HWY 55 reroute 
invited Big Woods Earth First! to utilize its 
nonviolent direct action tactics in defense of 
the area. Through Earth First!, the Mendota 
Mdewakanton Dakota Community and the 
American Indian Movement (AIM) became 
involved in the struggle. The Mendota were the 
original inhabitants of the condemned area, and 
were actually promised this—-and much more— 
land by the US government in an 1863 treaty. 

On August 10 of last year—the day the first 
homes were scheduled for demolition—Earth 
First!, the Mendota, AIM and others began a 
nonviolent occupation on the condemned 
corridor. The Minnehaha Free State was 
declared. 

A multi-tactic, popular campaign ensued, 
carried out by a broad-based, cross-cultural 
coalition. While members of the “Stop the 
Reroute” neighborhood coalition continued 
pursuing lawsuits and other legal means, Earth 
First! set up lockdowns in and around the 
condemned homes. Tree houses went up. The 
Mendota Mdewakanton and AIM set up tipis, 


sacred staffs and a sacred fire and began 
effective organizing within the native 
community. Supporters from all over the city 
brought supplies such as batteries for the 
radio communications system, food, clothing, 
tents, and blankets. An empty shed made way 
Continued on page 12 
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Mumia faces death 
for exposing 
police brutality 
















































Police remove a protester dressed as Santa 
Claus from Ns chimney lock-down. 600police 
stormed the anti-road Minnehaha Free State 
to make way for a new highway project 


drove up beside a different house, men 
dressed in black piled out, some wearing gas 
masks, some carrying tear gas canisters, some 
touting laser-scope assault weapons. Soon an 
area about the size of a full city block was 
cordoned off. Helicopters hovered overhead. 
Sniper units were visible. Six hundred 
troopers were present in what became the 
largest police action in Minnesota history. 

Inside the houses, young women and men 
woke to the horror of tear gas-filled rooms 
(rooms as small as 10’ x 10’ were bombarded 
with up to five canisters of the toxin). Those 
who did not vacate quickly discovered 
troopers penetrating their barricades. The 
troopers beat some people severely. One 
woman’s nose was pushed back so hard that it 
broke. One man had his head beaten bloody as 
the raiders carried him out of a basement, 
forcing his head into each stair. Many of the 37 
people arrested had pepper spray applied 
directly and repeatedly to their open eyes. 
Neatly everyone was denied medical attention. 

What heinous crime had we committed that 
won us such treatment? We had dared to 
oppose the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation’s (MnDOT) bureaucratic plan 


Max sentence for 
SF pie-throwers 

Jailed BBB operatives need your support 


by PB Floyd 

Un-masked Biotic Baking Brigade (BBB) 
operatives Gerard Livemois, Rahula Janowski 
and Justin Gross were each sentenced to the 
maximum six-month jail sentence on February 
25 for their November 7 pieing of San 
Francisco Mayor Willie Brown to protest 
Brown’s high handed, anti-poor policies. While 
Brown makes sweetheart deals with 
developers, spends millions to benefit the rich 
and powerful, and practices not-so benign 
neglect towards San Francisco renters who 
make up the majority of the city, the poor and 
homeless are literally dying on the streets. 

Despite the crisis on the streets, San 
Francisco Superior Court Judge Ernest 
Goldsmith found the BBB’s actions, not 
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developments. Agents of the BBB have 
informed Slingshot that the struggle against 
business as usual will continue! To support 
BBB activities, contact Friends of the Biotic 
Baking Brigade, 3288 21st Street, #92, San 
Francisco, CA 94110, 415 267-5976. 
Contact the BBB by e-mailing 
BBB_apple@hotmail.com. 

Please support the BBB comrades while 
they are in jail. They will probably serve at 
least 4 months of their sentences, and won’t be 
out until June at the eariiest. You can visit 
them on Saturday or Sunday (and other 
times). Call the jail at 415 522-8109 to find 
out about visiting hours. You’ll need an ID and 
no outstanding warrants. You can also put 
money on their books so they have money to 
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original inhabitants of the condemned area, and 
were actually promised this—and much more- 
land by the US government in an 1863 treaty. 

On August 10 of last year—the day the first 
homes were scheduled for demolition—Earth 
First!, the Mendota, AIM and others began a 
nonviolent occupation on the condemned 
corridor. The Minnehaha Free State was 
declared. 

A multi-tactic, popular campaign ensued, 
carried out by a broad-based, cross-cultural 
coalition. While members of the “Stop the 
Reroute” neighborhood coalition continued 
pursuing lawsuits and other legal means, Earth 
First! set up lockdowns in and around the 
condemned homes. Tree houses went up. The 
Mendota Mdewakanton and AIM set up tipis, 



Mumia faces: death 


for exposing 


police brutality 


By Gerald Sanders 

Mumia Abu-Jamal is an award-winning 
journalist presently on death row. In 1981 he 
was elected president of the Association of 
Black Journalists in Philadelphia; he 
consistently exposed police violence and 
misconduct against the black community. 

In 1982 Jamal was sentenced to death for 
the killing of police officer Daniel Faulkner. 
Since then, post-conviction relief appeal 
hearings have made public the false evidence, 


about MOVE,” said Ramona Africa. 

Such activity did not make Jamal the flavor 
of the month with “Philly’s finest.” 

In an 1992 interview from death row in 
Huntington Prison, Pennsylvania, Jamal said, 
“...when the confrontation started heating up 
in Philadelphia in 1977 and 1978—and it was 
really a very naked level of repression that the 
Philadelphia police heaped on MOVE—I could 
not help but draw attention to that, as a 
reporter. 


It is imperitive that we defend those who 
face reprisal for activity that we advocate. 


police coercion of witnesses and fabricated 
“confession" that were used to convict Jamal 
in a blatantly unjust trial. The evidence in 
Mumia's case points to his innocence. 

Advocates for Mumia Abu-Jamal's freedom 
have claimed that he was convicted because of 
his political beliefs. We think it would be useful 
to provide some concrete evidence for this 
assertion. 

WHY DID THE STATE 


Mumia Abu-Jamal was targeted by the state 
because he was consistent and effective in 
exposing the lies the police were propagating 
in order to justify the unjustifiable brutality 
meted out to MOVE. Mumia Abu-Jamal was 
monitoring the cops and exposing their 
misconduct. Therefore, Jamal is, in part, a 
martyr for the movement for police 
accountability, which is why many that oppose 
police brutality are fighting for his freedom. It 



























Max sentence for 
SF pie-throwers 

Jailed BBB operatives need your support 


by PB Floyd 

Un-masked Biotic Baking Brigade (BBB) 
operatives Gerard Livemois, Rahula Janowski 
and Justin Gross were each sentenced to the 
maximum six-month jail sentence on February 
25 for their November 7 pieing of San 
Francisco Mayor Willie Brown to protest 
Brown’s high handed, anti-poor policies. While 
Brown makes sweetheart deals with 
developers, spends millions to benefit the rich 
and powerful, and practices not-so benign 
neglect towards San Francisco renters who 
make up the majority of the city, the poor and 
homeless are literally dying on the streets. 

Despite the crisis on the streets, San 
Francisco Superior Court Judge Ernest 
Goldsmith found the BBB’s actions, not 
Brown's and the political elites, to be criminal 
and deserving of a maximum penalty. The 
judge cited the unrepentant attitude of the 
defendants and the need to deter others in 
support of his decision to hand down the 
maximum sentence. BBB operatives are 
reportedly concerned at Brown’s unrepentant 
attitude as well. 

Janowski and Gross were immediately taken 
to San Francisco County jail, while Livemois is 
temporarily out on $20,000 bail while he 
considers an appeal. The three were convicted 
of battery but acquitted of assaulting a public 
official in a January jury trial. 

Despite the harsh sentences, BBB 
operatives consider the action against Mayor 
Brown extremely effective at raising issues 
rarely mentioned in the current climate of 
rising stock prices and glittering 


developments. Agents of the BBB have 
informed Slingshot that the struggle against 
business as usual will continue! To support 
BBB activities, contact Friends of the Biotic 
Baking Brigade, 3288 21st Street, #92, San 
Francisco, CA 94110, 415 267-5976. 
Contact the BBB by e-mailing 
BBB_apple@hotmail.com. 

Please support the BBB comrades while 
they are in jail. They will probably serve at 
least 4 months of their sentences, and won’t be 
out until June at the earliest. You can visit 
them on Saturday or Sunday (and other 
times). Call the jail at 415 522-8109 to find 
out about visiting hours. You’ll need an ID and 
no outstanding warrants. You can also put 
money on their books so they have money to 
spend while they’re inside. Bring cash to the 
1st floor of the Hall of Injustice, 8th & Bryant. 

You can also write letters of support to 
Rahula and Justin in jail: Rahula Janowski, 
#1818075, 8EPOD, 425 7th Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94103; Justin Gross 
#1818071, County Jail 8, B-POD, 425 7th 
St., SF, CA 94103. Also, call the SF District 
Attorney at 415 553-1754 to express your 
outrage. . 

u 




j By Gerald Sanders 

Mumia Abu-Jamal is an award-winning 
journalist presently on death row. In 1981 he 
was elected president of the Association of 
Black Journalists in Philadelphia; he 
I consistently exposed police violence and 
misconduct against the black community. 

In 1982 Jamal was sentenced to death for 
the killing of police officer Daniel Faulkner. 
Since then, post-conviction relief appeal 
hearings have made public the false evidence, 


about MOVE," said Ramona Africa. 

Such activity did not make Jamal the flavor 
of the month with “Philly’s finest.” 

In an 1992 interview from death row in 
Huntington Prison, Pennsylvania, Jamal said, 
“...when the confrontation started heating up 
in Philadelphia in 1977 and 1978—and it was 
really a very naked level of repression that the 
Philadelphia police heaped on MOVE—I could 
not help but draw attention to that, as a 
reporter. 


lit is imperitive that we defend those who\ 
\face reprisal for activity that we advocate. 


police coercion of witnesses and fabricated 
“confession" that were used to convict Jamal 
in a blatantly unjust trial. The evidence in 
Mumia's case points to his innocence. 

Advocates for Mumia Abu-Jamal's freedom 
have claimed that he was convicted because of 
his political beliefs. VJe think it would be useful 
to provide some concrete evidence for this 
I assertion. 

WHY DID THE STATE 
TARGET MUMIA? 

Since Jamal joined the Black Panther Party, 

I at the age of 15, the FBI and the Philadelphia 
police amassed hundreds of pages of 
surveillance files on Jamal for his opposition to 
| racism and police brutality. 

When he became a journalist, he was a 
[consistent critic of the system and was the 
I only member of the Philadelphia press to 
[consistently bring the truth to the public 
| about police atrocities committed against the 
I radical, predominantly black group, MOVE. 

According to Ramona Africa (a surviving 
I member of the police’s 1985 bombing of the 
MOVE house), the news in 1976 that MOVE 
member Janine Africa’s infant son had been 
killed by the police made Jamal take a closer 
look at the police’s reprehensible treatment of 
I the organization. Mumia “started coming 
[around MOVE more and more and covering 
MOVE trials, MOVE demonstrations, and 
| confrontations that MOVE had with the police. 
I He was the only reporter that told the truth 


Mumia Abu-Jamal was targeted by the state 

because he was consistent and effective in 
exposing the lies the police were propagating 
in order to justify the unjustifiable brutality 
meted out to MOVE. Mumia Abu-Jamal was 
monitoring the cops and exposing their 
misconduct. Therefore, Jamal is, in part, a 
martyr for the movement for police 
accountability, which is why many that oppose 
police brutality are fighting for his freedom. It 
is imperitive that we defend those who face 
reprisal for activity that we advocate. 
WORKING CLASS MOBILIZES 
IN SUPPORT OF MUMIA 
In the struggle to free Mumia Abu-Jamal we 
are up against some powerful institutions: the 
courts, police organizations (like the 
Philadelphia Fraternal Order of Police), 
corporate owned politicians, etc. To win such 
an important battle we have to know our 
enemies, we also need to know the source of our 
own strength. The capitalists who rule this 
society are dependent on scores of millions of 
woikers who make this system run, and who can 
also bring this system to a screeching halt. 
That is the source of our power, and we must 
learn how to use it. 

When a warrant for Jamal’s execution was 
signed in June 1995 by Pennsylvania governor 
Ridge, there was enormous opposition from 
worker organizations worldwide. In South 
Africa almost all of the main unions joined the ■ 
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PANTHER RECONVICTED BY STACKED JURY 



by Scott F. 

Albert Woodfox, longtime Black Panther 
Activist at the Louisiana State Penitentiary at 
Angola, was re-convicted in December of the 
1972 murder of a prison guard. On February 
23, he was sentenced to life without parole. 
Despite a long paper trail of evidence 
suggesting a frameup by Angola authorites, a 
mostly white jury took only about five hours to 
convict Woodfox of the crime. 

Prior to his retrial, Woodfox had served 
over 24 years in solitary confinement. Now 
that he has been sentenced, he fully expects to 
be returned to Angola's isolation unit. 

Fellow Panther Herman ■Hooks" Wallace 
was also convicted of the murder. Serving his 
27th year of continuous solitary confinement, 
Wallace, without a lawyer, is still trying to win 
a reversal of his original conviction (as a result 
of the Anti-Terrorism and Effective Death 
Penalty Act, Wallace may have less than one 
year to submit a federal petition for writ of 
habeas corpus. 

In 1971, Woodfox and Wallace founded a 
chapter of the Black Panther Party at Angola. 
Up to the point the guard, Brent Miller, was 
killed, the Panthers assembled a stellar record 
as inmate organizers. Among their proudest 
achievements was their campaign to end the 
rape and prostitution that dominated Angola's 
inmate culture. 

The Angola Panthers made a campaign 
against sexual slavery the centerpiece of thier 
efforts to improve prison conditions. Realizing 
that disunity among inmates was the biggest 
obstacle to organizing against the authorities, 
the Panthers risked their lives to protect 
younger, weaker inmates from sexual 
predators. 

Within a short time after its formation, the 
Angola Chapter of the Black Panther Party 
was attracting large crowds to its meetings 
on the yards. The Panthers held political 
education classes for their fellow inmates and 
organized their dormitories and tiers on a 
collective basis. 

Of course, the Panthers' success in 
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Miller turned up dead, stabbed 32 times, on 
April 17, 1972, Woodfox and Wallace were 
natural targets. 

Only one person, an inmate named Hezekiah 
Brown, claimed to have witnessed the murder. 
Originally, he said he could not identify the 
killers, who were wearing handkerchiefs over 
their faces. However, after a few days of 
grilling by investigators (and, we now know, 
the promise of a payoff), Brown identified 
Wallace and Woodfox, along with two other 
inmates, Chester Jackson and Gilbert 
Montegut, as the killers. 

Woodfox was tried alone and convicted in 
1973. The other three defendants were tried 
together. On the second day of trial, Chester 
Jackson returned from lunch with the 
prosecution team, announcing he had made a 
deal. After being allowed only a half hour to 
regroup, the defendants' lawyer cross- 
examined his former client, Chester Jackson. 
Despite his obvious conflicts of interest, the 
defense attorney was forced to proceed, and 
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killing, and it presumes the guilt of Woodfox 
and Wallace. Nevertheless, and despite 
Woodfox's objections, Butler was allowed to 
serve on the grand jury. (In a bizarre case of 
poetic justice, Henderson was sentenced in 
January to 50 years, convicted of attempted 
murder after shooting his wife, Anne Butler, 
five times.) 


Woodfox's December trial was marked by 
prejudicial testimony and an overwhelming lack 
of evidence. No physical evidence linked 
Woodfox or Wallace to the murder. A bloody 
fingerprint found near Miller's body matched 
none of the defendants. Despite having on file 
the fingerprints of every Angola inmate, 
investigators made no effort to find out who 
the print belonged to. 

Because they could produce no physical 
evidence, the prosecution relied on 
inflammatory evidence of Woodfox's political 
beliefs, as well as the testimony of two 
inmates, both of whose credibility is in doubt. 
The state's star witness was inmate Hezekiah 
Brown. Now dead, Brown testified at the 



original trials that he saw Woodfox, his face 
obscured, stab Miller. At December's trial, his 
testimony was read to the jury. We now know 
that Brown was paid for this testimony. 
Internal DOC memoranda show that Warden 
Henderson promised Brown one carton of 
cigarettes per week in exchange for his 
testimony. In addition, by 1974, only five years 
after Brown had been sentenced to death for 
aggravated rape, the Warden, the District 
Attorney, the Deputy Sheriff, and other 
prosecution officials were campaigning for 
immediate and unconditional release for Brown. 
Brown finally received clemency, and was 
released, in 1986. 

At Woodfox's December trial, the state's 
other star witness was inmate Leonard 
"Specs* Turner. When he took the stand, 
Turner denied having any information 
implicating Woodfox. However, the 
prosecution was allowed to impeach him with an 


Only hours after his sentencing, 
he said “This revolutionary is as 
strong as ever and will continue 
to battle no matter what.” 













Penalty Act, Wallace may have less than one 
year to submit a federal petition for writ of 
habeas corpus. 

In 1971, Woodfox and Wallace founded a 
chapter of the Black Panther Party at Angola. 
Up to the point the guard, Brent Miller, was 
killed, the Panthers assembled a stellar record 
as inmate organizers. Among their proudest 
achievements was their campaign to end the 
rape and prostitution that dominated Angola's 
inmate culture. 

The Angola Panthers made a campaign 
against sexual slavery the centerpiece of thier 
efforts to improve prison conditions. Realizing 
that disunity among inmates was the biggest 
obstacle to organizing against the authorities, 
the Panthers risked their lives to protect 
younger, weaker inmates from sexual 
predators. 

Within a short time after its formation, the 
Angola Chapter of the Black Panther Party 
was attracting large crowds to its meetings 
on the yards. The Panthers held political 
education classes for their fellow inmates and 
organized their dormitories and tiers on a 
collective basis. 

Of course, the Panthers' success in 
organizing inmates posed a grave threat to the 
corrupt administration of the prison. Angola, 
which is a massive amalgam of old plantations 
whose slaves came from the African country of 
the same name, was guarded by an all-white 
staff, many of whose families had lived on the 
prison grounds for several generations. 
Guards, or "free folk" as they are called, 
reflecting Angola's slaveholding past, had 
devised many schemes by which to divert 
Angola's resources for their own enrichment. 
Most notably, free folk often stole prison- 
grown food, which was intended for inmates' 
mouths, and gave it to their families or sold it 
in town. 

The Panthers worked to expose such graft, 
and, predictably, incurred the wrath of the 
good old boy administration. So, when Officer 



Miller turned up dead, stabbed 32 times, on 
April 17, 1972, Woodfox and Wallace were 
natural targets. 

Only one person, an inmate named Hezekiah 
Brown, claimed to have witnessed the murder. 
Originally, he said he could not identify the 
killers, who were wearing handkerchiefs over 
their faces. However, after a few days of 
grilling by investigators (and, we now know, 
the promise of a payoff), Brown identified' 
Wallace and Woodfox, along with two other 
inmates, Chester Jackson and Gilbert 
Montegut, as the killers. 

Woodfox was tried alone and convicted in 
1973. The other three defendants were tried 
together. On the second day of trial, Chester 1 
Jackson returned from lunch with the 
prosecution team, announcing he had made a 
deal. After being allowed only a half hour to 
regroup, the defendants' lawyer cross- 
examined his former client, Chester Jackson. 
Despite his obvious conflicts of interest, the 
defense attorney was forced to proceed, and 
Wallace was convicted. Montegut was 
acquitted. Even Angola's then-warden, C. 
Murray Henderson, now admits that Montegut 
was framed for his perceived "militancy." 

In 1992, Woodfox finally succeeded in having 
his conviction overturned. Lacking a lawyer, his 
briefing was prepared by fellow Panther 
Robert "King" Wilkerson. (Wilkerson has also 
spent 27 years in isolation, convicted of killing 
a prison rapist). 

When the state convened a grand jury to 
reindict Woodfox, it stacked the deck in its 
own favor. One of the grand jurors, Anne 
Butler, was married to C. Murray Henderson, 
the warden who presided over the original 
murder investigation. Together, the two had 
written a book about Angola, entitled Dying to 
Tell. The first chapter is about the Miller 


killing, and it presumes the guilt of Woodfox 
and Wallace. Nevertheless, and despite 
Woodfox's objections, Butler was allowed to 
serve on the grand jury. (In a bizarre case of 
poetic justice, Henderson was sentenced in 
January to 50 years, convicted of attempted 
murder after shooting his wife, Anne Butler, 
five times.) 



Only hours after his sentencing, 
he said “This revolutionary is as 
strong as ever and will continue 
to battle no matter what.” 




original trials that he saw Woodfox, his face 
obscured, stab Miller. At December's trial, his 
testimony was read to the jury. We now know 
that Brown was paid for this testimony. 
Internal DOC memoranda show that Warden 
Henderson promised Brown one carton of 
cigarettes per week in exchange for his 
testimony. In addition, by 1974, only five years 
after Brown had been sentenced to death for 
aggravated rape, the Warden, the District 
Attorney, the Deputy Sheriff, and other 
prosecution officials were campaigning for 
immediate and unconditional release for Brown. 
Brown finally received clemency, and was 
released, in 1986. 

At Woodfox's December trial, the state's 
other star witness was inmate Leonard 
"Specs" Turner. When he took the stand, 
Turner denied having any information 
implicating Woodfox. However, the 
prosecution was allowed to impeach him with an 
unsigned, undated statement, in a guard's 
handwriting, in which Turner allegedly stated 
that he saw Woodfox and Wallace fleeing the 
murder scene. 

Facing the rest of his life in solitary 
confinement, Woodfox somehow maintains his 
spirit of unending struggle. Only hours after 
his sentencing, he said, "This revolutionary is 
as strong as ever, and will continue to battle no 
matter what." 

For more information, or to offer support 
(especially legal help), contact the Angola 2 
Support Committee, P.O. Box 15644, New 
Orleans, LA 70175, (504) 227-5946. The 
Prison Activist Resource Center is hosting an 
Angola 2 website at 
www.prisonactivist.org/angolatwo. 
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whose slaves came from the African country of 
the same name, was guarded by an all-white 
staff, many of whose families had lived on the 
prison grounds for several generations. 
Guards, or "free folk' as they are called, 
reflecting Angola's slaveholding past, had 
devised many schemes by which to divert 
Angola's resources for their own enrichment. 
Most notably, free folk often stole prison- 
grown food, which was intended for inmates' 
mouths, and gave it to their families or sold it 
in town. 

The Panthers worked to expose such graft, 
and, predictably, incurred the wrath of the 
good old boy administration. So, when Officer 


was framed for his perceived "militancy." 

In 1992, Woodfox finally succeeded in having 
his conviction overturned. Lacking a lawyer, his 
briefing was prepared by fellow Panther 
Robert "King" Wilkerson. (Wilkerson has also 
spent 27 years in isolation, convicted of killing 
a prison rapist). 

When the state convened a grand jury to 
reindict Woodfox, it stacked the deck in its 
own favor. One of the grand jurors, Anne 
Butler, was married to C. Murray Henderson, 
the warden who presided over the original 
murder investigation. Together, the two had 
written a book about Angola, entitled Dying to 
Tell. The first chapter is about the Miller 




that he saw Woodfox and Wallace fleeing the 
murder scene. 

Facing the rest of his life in solitary 
confinement, Woodfox somehow maintains his 
spirit of unending struggle. Only hours after 
his sentencing, he said, "This revolutionary is 
as strong as ever, and will continue to battle no 
matter what." 

For more information, or to offer support 
(especially legal help), contact the Angola 2 
Support Committee, P.O. Box 15644, New 
Orleans, LA 70175, (504) 227-5946. The 
Prison Activist Resource Center is hosting an 
Angola 2 website at 
www.prisonactivist.org/angolatwo. 
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EURO CHALLENGED BY DUTCH GROUP 


As has been demonstrated clearly since the 
current global pastry uprising began in 
October, pies fly when you're having fun. Our 
brave and noble Dutch comrades of the 
fighting unit called T.A.A.R.T, who claimed 
they were ‘inspired by the Californian based 
group Biotic Baking Brigade," have struck 
another blow against neoliberalism and 
globalization. 

Holland - January 4, 1999 dutch minister 
receives banana-vanilla pie in his face 
T.A.A.R.T. strikes again!! Today the 
actiongroup T.A.A.R.T. (dutch for PIE), 
surprised the dutch finance minister Gerrit 
Zalm with two delicious vanilla-banana pies 
(100% organic) in his face. With this action 
we want to celebrate his contribution to the 
introduction of the euro: one of the most 
undemocratic, megalomanic plans imposed on 
the population this century. Also, we want to 
congratulate big business, that finally 
succeeded in creating the unified coin - euro-, 
after years of lobbying in shady organisations 



like the Association for a Monetary Union and 
the European Roundtable of Industrialists 
(ERT). The euro, the crown on the Internal 
Market - also a corporate initiative realised by 
european politicians. 

What are the objections of T.A.A.R.T. 
against the euro? 

1. For years now, the EMU project 
(Economic and Monetary Union) has been an 
excuse for politicians and the corporate world 
to annoy the European population with budget- 
cuts and reorganisations. Because we had to 
be ready for the euro and catch up with the 
EMU criteria! In the future, downsizing, public 
spending cuts and reorganisations will become 
structural policy, thanks to the Stability Pact. 
Governments have to balance their budgets 
according to this pact, and are not allowed to 
spend too much money on, for example, social 
security and health care. If not, they will be 
punished by the omnipotent and unaccountable 
European Central Bank. The euro - we're all 
going to pay for this. Or, talking in Zalm- 
speak: "we have to increase the safety 
margins". 

2. For the business world, the euro offers 
lots of advantages, but european citizens 


won't taste the benefits. Just like always, 
europeans will have to pay for using cash 
points, changing money and bank transactions. 
All the euro propaganda with which the 
government harassed us (tv ads, billboards, 
government leaflets, free info lines, newspaper 
advertisements etc) prove to be based on lies. 
The euro offers beautiful possibilities for 
companies to increase their monstruous 
profits. A strong, stable currency; a uniform, 
transparent market.... european politicians are 
trying their very best to create the most ideal 
circumstances for companies. Like Dutch Bank 
director Nout Wellink explained: "maintaining 
the Stability Pact is crucial for the trust of 
the private sector". 

3. Entirely according to European Union 
traditions, the european population was not 
included in the decision to introduce the euro. 
The euro will be for all of us, the European 
Commission says, but no-one voted for it! Just 
a few countries had a referendum on the 
subject. Dutch politicians must be thinking the 
population is too stupid to have a say in this. 
And now we are told -like we are little children 
- to be very happy with the new currency. 
What a shame! 



4. The euro is the next in a series of 
megalomanic plans, thought out by euro¬ 
fanatics who only think in terms of economic 
growth, ideal circumstances for companies and 
the competing power of the EU. The European 
Union is beginning to look more and more like an 
economic- monetary dictatorship in which 
european politicians obediently realise the 
wishes of corporate Europe, at the cost of 
european citizens. 

T.A.A.R.T. does not feel sad about the 
disappearing of the dutch Guilder, but 
opposes a unified Europe in which monetary 
and economic interests prevail, without the 
population having any say in this. T.A.A.R.T. is 
in favour of true international cooperation, not 
based on money and corporate interests, but 
on solidarity, hospitality, fair trade and true 
democracy. 

No to a europe of bankers and companies!!! 
International solidarity instead of euro¬ 
dictatorship!!! 






















© making science serve # 

the people 


by Sara Matzen 

Science is currently the domain of 
government military interests and large-scale 
industry. The establishment controls the 
unding for scientific research, and hence gets 
to decide what type of research is done. The 
ruling class maintains power by not funding 
projects that put science to work bettering 
the lives of oppressed people. Medical 
research supports the health concerns of rich 
people (plastic surgery, laser eyesight 
correction), while ignoring the high infant 
mortality rate for babies of color and the low 
ife expectancies on Native American 
reservations. Lesbian health needs are not yet 
on the horizon of mainstream gynecological 
research. Geologists can often only find jobs in 
the oil industry; little funding is available for 
investigating claims of contaminated soil and 
water made by environmental justice 
organizations. “Pure science", or research for 
truth's sake, is not exempt: The Department 
of Defense and the Department of Energy 
disproportionately fund "pure" research in 
areas such as optics and plastics development 
in anticipation of new weapons materials. The 
current science is a vehicle of oppression. 

But science can be a powerful tool in the 
construction of a liberated society. 
Converting science from a corporate puppet 
to a process accessible to all people will deal a 
major blow to the capitalist information-based 
economy. Science and the resulting technology 
have built the current exploitative 
"information age." We must take science back. 
Science must not be seen as a force of 
oppression, but as a tool that can be used for 
liberation. We must re-channel science to clean 
up the social and environmental legacies of the 
current industrial/information society, and to 
support a new society where science 
contributes to all communities. Applied 


pursued with respect for the natural world it 
seeks to understand, and only after critical 
consideration of possible applications of the 
research. 

The creation of a science that woiks for all 
people requires that people from all sectors of 
society understand and participate in science. 
The corporate elite can control science 
because the general public perceives science to 
be the mystical realm of experts. The 
establishment perpetuates the myth that 
science requires a higher level of intelligence, 
and that science is most easily done by people 
who are white and male or who "think like men." 
In response to mainstream feminism and race- 
related civil rights battles, the military and 
corporate controllers of science have 
established several scholarship programs 
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The corporate elite can control 
science because the general 
public perceives science to be the 
mystical realm of experts 
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targeting women and people of color. 
However, recipients of the fellowships are 
frequently required to work for the 
military/corporate sponsor for at least a 
short period after graduation, and are thus 
sucked into the corporate science system 
through the promise of job security. Most 
people not from backgrounds of privilege are 
tracked away from science through racist and 
classist educational systems, and through 
media manipulation of the scientific process 
which feeds the elitism bestowed upon the 
scientist. 


finding the fastest route to work or. 
determining the best combination of groceries 
while shopping on a budget. People working on 
engines in shops use skills and thought 
processes called scientific when done by a 
Ph.D. Children have an innate experimental 
ability in their creativity, questioning, and 
theory-testing. The process of identifying 
herbal medicinal treatments is as scientifically 
valid as research done in the medical 
establishment. Indigenous and independent 
farmers do science as they identify the 
growing conditions and soil types that best 
suit certain plants. 

Empowering people of diverse backgrounds 
to learn science is essential to reclaiming 
scientific knowledge and tools for everybody's 
use. Equally important is the restructuring of 
the funding process. Research must no longer 
be funded by organizations within the military- 
industrial complex. Funding must be delegated 
by bodies directly responsible to the people. 
One suggestion is a committee of people 
chosen possibly at random and representative 
of all populations within an area. The 
committee would listen to presentations by 
research groups seeking funding, and would 
award funding after investigating multiple 
views on a project. The money would be public 
in origin, and the people would have to be 
generally satisfied with the research to keep 
contributing money. Research would then be 
truly responsive to the community's needs. 

Ideas for new research projects: 

• Birth/sperm control taken by men 

• Alternative sources of energy 

• Better mud control methods at 
construction sites 

• City lights that cause less light pollution 

• Studies of the ecology of all parts of the 
earth, and how humans have affected the 



by Natalie Shapiro 

March is a cold month to bare breasts, but 
northern Idaho women can be topfree thanks to 
a recent court ruling. On November 30,1998, 
Second District Judge John Stegner in 
Moscow, Idaho, dismissed indecent exposure 
charges against Lori Graves, Natalie Shapiro, 
and Stacy Temple. 

The charges originated from last summer, 
when the trio was arrested in downtown 
Moscow for baring their breasts. On a 90 
degree day in July, the three women walked 
through Moscow with five male friends who had 
their shirts off. Tired of wearing their shirts 
in the sweltering heat, the women removed 
them also. 

Seconds later, a police car pulled up. Two 
police officers asked the women to put their 
shirts on. When asked if the men had to put 
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truth's sake, is not exempt: The Department 
of Defense and the Department of Energy 
disproportionately fund "pure" research in 
areas such as optics and plastics development 
in anticipation of new weapons materials. The 
current science is a vehicle of oppression. 

But science can be a powerful tool in the 
construction of a liberated society. 
Converting science from a corporate puppet 
to a process accessible to all people will deal a 
major blow to the capitalist information-based 
economy. Science and the resulting technology 
have built the current exploitative 
"information age." We must take science back. 
Science must not be seen as a force of 
oppression, but as a tool that can be used for 
liberation. We must re-channel science to clean 
up the social and environmental legacies of the 
current industrial/information society, and to 
support a new society where science 
contributes to all communities. Applied 
research can focus on topics ranging from 
public transportation to contaminated land 
and water cleanup to health care suited to each 
individual. Basic science research should be 


The corporate elite can control 
science because the general 
public perceives science to be the 
mystical realm of experts 
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targeting women and people of color. 
However, recipients of the fellowships are 
frequently required to work for the 
military/corporate sponsor for at least a 
short period after graduation, and are thus 
sucked into the corporate science system 
through the promise of job security. Most 
people not from backgrounds of privilege are 
tracked away from science through racist and 
classist educational systems, and through 
media manipulation of the scientific process 
which feeds the elitism bestowed upon the 
scientist. 

In fact, science can be done by anybody. The 
type of reasoning used in science is not 
inherently oppressive, male, or white, but can 
be used by anybody in everyday actions such as 
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industrial complex. Funding must be delegated 
by bodies directly responsible to the people. 
One suggestion is a committee of people 
chosen possibly at random and representative 
of all populations within an area. The 
committee would listen to presentations by 
research groups seeking funding, and would 
award funding after investigating multiple 
views on a project. The money would be public 
in origin, and the people would have to be 
generally satisfied with the research to keep 
contributing money. Research would then be 
truly responsive to the community's needs. 

Ideas for new research projects: 

• Birth/sperm control taken by men 

• Alternative sources of energy 

• Better mud control methods at 
construction sites 

• City lights that cause less light pollution 

• Studies of the ecology of all parts of the 
earth, and how humans have affected the 
ecology 

• Survey and remediation of contaminated 
water sources 
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Idaho 



by Natalie Shapiro 

March is a cold month to bare breasts, but 
northern Idaho women can be topfree thanks to 
a recent court ruling. On November 30,1998, 
Second District Judge John Stegner in 
Moscow, Idaho, dismissed indecent exposure 
charges against Lori Graves, Natalie Shapiro, 
and Stacy Temple. 

The charges originated from last summer, 
when the trio was arrested in downtown 
Moscow for baring their breasts. On a 90 
degree day in July, the three women walked 
through Moscow with five male friends who had 
their shirts off. Tired of wearing their shirts 
in the sweltering heat, the women removed 
them also. 

Seconds later, a police car pulled up. Two 
police officers asked the women to put their 
shirts on. When asked if the men had to put 
their shirts on as well, the officers said no. 
“When pressed for a reason why, he said ‘it’s 
not normal behavior for ladies to go topless in 
society,’” said Graves. “I responded by saying 
‘100 years ago, it wasn’t normal behavior for 
ladies to vote.’ He then said ‘you’re 
distracting people and children might see!’ He 
didn’t get it.” 

The officers decided to charge the women 
with breaking Section 1-16 of the Moscow 
City Ordinance, Indecent Exposure, which 
stated that “no person shall willfully expose 
his or her person or the private parts thereof 
in any place where there are other persons 
likely to be offended or annoyed thereby.” 

The officers, when asked about men’s 
private parts, responded with “men’s parts 
are public, women’s parts are private.” “It 
was clear to us that the law was non-gender 
specific and ambiguous, yet the officers chose 
to selectively interpret it,” noted Temple. 

Finally, the women were arrested, taken to 
the local jail-still topless-and arraigned and 
released, pleading not guilty. The judge set a 
$115 fine if the women were found guilty. 

The trio immediately enlisted the help of 
Moscow attorney James Siebe. Their defense 
was that the law was vague and violated the 
14th Amendment to the US. Constitution 
because it violated women’s right to equal 
protection under the law. 

The judge agreed, dismissing the charges 
and ruling that the term “private parts” did 
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*lt looks like the next target for corporate 
(advertisements are the beaches of Florida, 
'where Skippy peanut butter has already 
(successfully steam rolled its image onto a 
istretch of beach half a mile long and 200 ft 
.wide. Beach towns from Miami beach to Fort 
1 Lauderdale, Fla. to Wildwood, NJ and Jones 
beach on Long Island are considering this 
I tactic in return for profits made by selling 
’“ad space" in the sand. From an ecological 
(standpoint, steamrolling advertisements into 
i the sand is probably more environmentally 
I friendly and more ecologically efficient than 
(using billboards (no paper, ink, etc.). 
.However, from a basic human-who-wants-a- J 
break-from-consumer-corporate-run-around- 
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(inventor Dori literally spruced the idea from a] 
dream) only serves to remind us that 
corporate advertisements and the steady push 
for consumerism has risen to intolerably] 
obnoxious heights in modem America. Whoi 
wants to think about Skippy peanut butter! 
every time they go to the beach? What sort of J 
state is the world in that a person’s self worth I 
is directly linked to how well they as a worker] 
can provide ideas for their corporation?! 
Hopefully the human species can someday] 
escape the strange notion that life spirals! 
around woiking an 8 hour day only to buy, work] 
again, to then again buy more consumer goodsJ 
-for the rest of their lives. 5000 pressed! 
r images of Skippy peanut butter jars strewn, 
many dollars are \ 




‘100 years ago, it wasn’t normal behavior for 
ladies to vote.’ He then said ‘you’re 
distracting people and children might seel’ He 
didn’t get it.” 

The officers decided to charge the women 
with breaking Section 1-16 of the Moscow 
City Ordinance, Indecent Exposure, which 
stated that “no person shall willfully expose 
his or her person or the private parts thereof 
in any place where there are other persons 
likely to be offended or annoyed thereby.” 

The officers, when asked about men’s 
private parts, responded with “men’s parts 
are public, women’s parts are private.” “It 
was clear to us that the law was non-gender 
specific and ambiguous, yet the officers chose 
to selectively interpret it,” noted Temple. 

Finally, the women were arrested, taken to 
the local jail-still topless-and arraigned and 
released, pleading not guilty. The judge set a 
$115 fine if the women were found guilty. 

The trio immediately enlisted the help of 
Moscow attorney James Siebe. Their defense 
was that the law was vague and violated the 
14th Amendment to the US. Constitution 
because it violated women’s right to equal 
protection under the law. 

The judge agreed, dismissing the charges 
and ruling that the term “private parts” did 
not include the female breast and that the 
term “your person" was unconstitutionally 
vague and ambiguous. 

According to the Lewiston Morning Tribune, 
the prosecutor has already drafted a new 
ordinance that would prohibit “pubescent 
female breasts below the top of the areola" in 
public, but an exception would be made for 
breast-feeding. It is unknown if or when the 
Moscow City Council will decide on it. 

It was once illegal for men to be topfree. 
That all changed following a 1930s movie in 
which Clark Gable removed his shirt. Soon men 
were removing their shirts in public, and were 
arrested. Judges started throwing out the 
cases, recognizing the inherent right of men to 
be topless. That’s what we need to do to 
change a law. We need to challenge unjust laws 
by breaking them. That generates attention 
and controversy and makes people question 
why the law exists in the first place. 
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RECLAIM THE STREETS 


by PB Floyd 

People around the world are currently 
organizing what may become the largest 
international protest ever against economic 
globalization, the process by which 
corporations are forming an international 
dictatorship of commerce that supersedes the 
interests of workers, the environment and 
freedom. 

On Friday, June 18,1999, people on every 
continent will simultaneously take the struggle 
against corporate domination to the heart of 
global economy: the financial districts, stock 
markets, banking centers and offices of 
multinational corporations. Now is the time to 
get involved in this international effort by 
organizing a protest in your community or 
joining ongoing efforts. 

In many cities including San Francisco, the 
protest will include a march, critical mass bike 
ride, street party, and other creative tactics, 
highlighting the growing links between anti¬ 
globalization activists, environmentalists, labor 
activists, cyclists and everyone interested in 
self-determination, democracy and people over 
profits. Contact San Francisco Reclaim the 
Streets at 415 820-3226 to get involved in 
organizing the event. SF RTS is hoping to 
work with dozens of local organizations, 
artists and musicians on the event. Ideas, 
proposals and energy are very welcome. 

The June 18 event is set to coincide with the 
international meeting of the G8, the leaders of 
the eight most economically powerful countries 
in the world, who are meeting between June 18 
and 20 in Koln, Germany. The global protest 
has been proposed by London Reclaim the 
Streets and other British groups. London 
RTS organizes street parties to fight the 
domination of cities by the car and corporate 
commerce, and last year called for a global 
protest which ultimately featured 
simultaneous events in 30 cities in 20 
countries. 

Groups currently discussing the June 18 
international protest include the Karnataka 
State Farmers in India, the Rainbow Keepers 
in the ex-Soviet states, Process de 



IT DOESN'T HAVE TO BE LIKE THIS 



How To Get Involved 

Contact the international June 18 discussion 
list by writing to J18/RTS, PO Box 9656, 
London N4 4JY, England or by e-mailing 
listproc@gn.apc.org with the message 
“subscribe J18discussion [your name]." Or 
try USJ18 coalition- ban@tao.ca. 

Or contact San Francisco RTS at 415 820- 
3226 to get involved in organizing local June 
18 actions or for information about organizing 
a June 18 action anywhere else in North 
America. SF RTS is looking for more members 
and energy, so call and volunteer. SF RTS is 
especially seeking people involved in the labor 
movement, corporate accountability movement, 
environmental movement, anti-globalization 
movement, and folks in the rave scene who have 
knowledge about/access to sound systems for 
a proper street party. After some more time 
for discussion, a time and meeting place for 
the San Francisco event will hopefully be 
announced in April on the voice mail. 

An inspirational video about the RTS 
movement in England is available from SF RTS 
and is being screened around the Bay Area 
(including on public access TV) to generate 
interest around the June 18 event. See it on 
April 9, 8:30 at 3124 Shattuck Ave., Berkeley. 

Hopefully, people everywhere will come out 
of the woodwork to organize protests in their 


This year marks the second annual Reclaim 
May Day festival. Last May Day five thousand 
people participated in Reclaim May Day, an 
event to renew the honoring of International 
Workers Day. This year housing, homeless, 
community, labor and historical groups will be 
coming together to celebrate and also to 
oppose the assault on the poor and working 
people of San Francisco. 

The modern May Day honoring workers came 
about because of the events in Chicago 1886, 
the Haymarket Riot. 1886 saw much agitation 
for the eight hour day with Chicago being 
particularly active. In the previous five years 
there were an average of 150,000 workers 
involved in strikes in each of those years, but in 
1886 500,000 workers participated in 
strikes. May 1st saw strikes called nationwide 
and 350,000 workers went on strike. Every 
railroad in Chicago was shut down and most 
industry was non-functional. On May 3rd, in 
front of the McCormick Harvester Works, 
strikers and sympathizers were fighting 
scabs, the police fired into the crowd of 
strikers, killing four and wounding several. A 
meeting was called for the next evening, to be 
held at Haymarket Square. About three 
thousand people were there and by all accounts 
it was peaceful. Toward the end of the 
meeting it started to rain and much of the 
crowd was leaving. At this time about 180 
cops showed up to disperse the crowd . In the 
midst of this a bomb was thrown, exploding 
near the cops, killing seven and wounding sixty- 
six. No one knew who threw the bomb, but the 
call went out to round up known anarchists. 
Eight anarchists were arrested for the crime 
even though only one was at Haymarket Square 
that day and he was speaking when the bomb 
went off. There was no evidence against any 
of the eight arrested but they were all 
convicted and five were slated to hang. 
Internationally, meetings were held to try to 
put pressure on Illinois to free the Haymarket 
Eight, but to no avail. Just a year later, 1887, 
four anarchists, Albert Parsons, August 
Spies, Adolph Fischer and George Engel were 
langed. The fifth, Louis Lingg, died by his own 
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Reclaim May Day 

Saturday, May 1st 
11 a.m. • Dolores Park 

Events include: 

May Day Picnic, Performances by San 
Francisco Mime Troupe, Shaking San 
Francisco, Art and Revolution 
Collective. May Pole Dance by 
Reclaiming Collective. Hundred foot 
graffiti wall. Live music. Street 
Procession. 















protest win inciuae a marcn, critical mass uine 
ride, street party, and other creative tactics, 
highlighting the growing links between anti¬ 
globalization activists, environmentalists, labor 
activists, cyclists and everyone interested in 
self-determination, democracy and people over 
profits. Contact San Francisco Reclaim the 
Streets at 415 820-3226 to get involved in 
organizing the event. SF RTS is hoping to 
work with dozens of local organizations, 
artists and musicians on the event. Ideas, 
proposals and energy are very welcome. 

The June 18 event is set to coincide with the 
international meeting of the G8, the leaders of 
the eight most economically powerful countries 
in the world, who are meeting between June 18 
and 20 in Koln, Germany. The global protest 
has been proposed by London Reclaim the 
Streets and other British groups. London 
RTS organizes street parties to fight the 
domination of cities by the car and corporate 
commerce, and last year called for a global 
protest which ultimately featured 
simultaneous events in 30 cities in 20 
countries. 

Groups currently discussing the June 18 
international protest include the Karnataka 
State Farmers in India, the Rainbow Keepers 
in the ex-Soviet states, Process de 
Communidades Negras in Columbia, Friends of 
the Earth in Uruguay, CTERA, the 
Argentinean teachers Union, RTS groups in 
the Czech republic and Australia, the El 
Salvadoran textile woikers union COMUTRAS, 
peasant movements in Mozambique and various 
European organizations. 




list by writing to J18/RTS, PO Box 9656, 
London N4 4JY, England or by e-mailing 
listproc@gn.apc.org with the message 
“subscribe Jl8discussion [your name].’’ Or 
try USJ18 coalition- ban@tao.ca. 

Or contact San Francisco RTS at 415 820- 
3226 to get involved in organizing local June 
18 actions or for information about organizing 
a June 18 action anywhere else in North 
America. SF RTS is looking for more members 
and energy, so call and volunteer. SF RTS is 
especially seeking people involved in the labor 
movement, corporate accountability movement, 
environmental movement, anti-globalization 
movement, and folks in the rave scene who have 
knowledge about/access to sound systems for 
a proper street party. After some more time 
for discussion, a time and meeting place for 
the San Francisco event will hopefully be 
announced in April on the voice mail. 

An inspirational video about the RTS 
movement in England is available from SF RTS 
and is being screened around the Bay Area 
(including on public access TV) to generate 
interest around the June 18 event. See it on 
April 9, 8:30 at 3124 Shattuck Ave., Berkeley. 

Hopefully, people everywhere will come out 
of the woodwork to organize protests in their 
own communities. Every place on earth is being 
effected by the global economy and every 
place on earth has some local representative of 
corporate power which can be a target. 
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Bay activist Nick Frabasilio was "the police refused to allow the crowd to march» 
f assaulted and arrested by the Berkeley Police jback up University Avenue, instead forcingl 
Qat a December 17, 1998 march against the 'them onto a small, dark, and quiet residential* 

' the incident* 


j* bombing of Iraq. As of press time he faces street. Police reports from 
ft three misdemeanor charges: participating in a j contain numerous falsifications, amounting to aj 
tfriot, failing to leave the scene of a riot, and [short piece of fiction, by Officer Craig inj 

__rx:_ -ri____ ! ^rA™ +✓> inotifw k^otinn 2»nrl arroct Pplln\A/ . 




industry was non-tunctionai. un May 3ra, in 
front of the McCormick Harvester Works, 
strikers and sympathizers were fighting 
scabs, the police fired into the crowd of 
strikers, killing four and wounding several. A 
meeting was called for the next evening, to be 
held at Haymarket Square. About three 
thousand people were there and by all accounts 
it was peaceful. Toward the end of the 
meeting it started to rain and much of the 
crowd was leaving. At this time about 180 
cops showed up to disperse the crowd . In the 
midst of this a bomb was thrown, exploding 
near the cops, killing seven and wounding sixty- 
six. No one knew who threw the bomb, but the 
call went out to round up known anarchists. 
Eight anarchists were arrested for the crime 
even though only one was at Haymarket Square 
that day and he was speaking when the bomb 
went off. There was no evidence against any 
of the eight arrested but they were all 
convicted and five were slated to hang. 
Internationally, meetings were held to try to 
put pressure on Illinois to free the Haymarket 
Eight, but to no avail. Just a year later, 1887, 
four anarchists, Albert Parsons, August 
Spies, Adolph Fischer and George Engel were 
hanged. The fifth, Louis Lingg, died by his own 
hand in his prison cell. The three others were 
eventually pardoned. 
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by Marylia Kelley (w/ intrusive editing by SS) 
In January, after years of public pressure 
from Tri-Valley CAREs and local residents on 
Livermore Lab demanding that the Lab 
determine how high levels of plutonium got to a 
park near its facility, Livermore Lab released 


Plutonium pollution was first discovered in 
Big Trees Park in 1995 when the EPA 
analyzed a single dirt sample there, one of 3 
taken near the lab. The agency expected all 
three to be at "background,” (.001 to .01 
picocuries of plutonium per gram of soil) and 
to use them as a comparison for known 
plutonium contamination at the Lab. All 3 
samples came up dirty, (between 16 and 160 
times “background”) and the one from Big 
Trees Park contained the highest level of 
plutonium. Big Trees is about one-half mile 
west of Livermore Lab. Since then, other test 
results turned up even higher levels of 
plutonium, including a finding of 1.02 
picocuries per gram, up to 1,000 times higher 
than attributable to global fallout. Lab 
officials have rushed to assert that there is no 
harm to human health or the environment from 
















Communidades Negras in Columbia, Friends of own communities. Every place on earth is being 
the Earth in Uruguay, CTERA, the effected by the global economy and every 
Argentinean teachers Union, RTS groups in place on earth has some local representative of 
the Czech republic and Australia, the El corporate power which can be a target. 
Salvadoran textile workers union COMUTRAS, Ejf “ 
peasant movements in Mozambique and various 
European organizations. 
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East Bay activist Nick Frabasilio was 'the police refused to allow the crowd to march* 
f. assaulted and arrested by the Berkeley Police jback up University Avenue, instead forcing^ 
fiat a December 17, 1998 march against the 'them onto a small, dark, and quiet residentialj 
j* bombing of Iraq. As of press time he facesstreet. Police reports from the incident* 
f. three misdemeanor charges: participating in a j'contain numerous falsifications, amounting to aj 
JJriot, failing to leave the scene of a riot, and [short piece of fiction, by Officer Craig in] 
f resisting an officer. There was no riot. i order to justify the beating and arrest. Fellow; 
£ Frabasilio was clubbed in the face by J arresting officers Morizono and Kassebaum 
w Officer Craig while he was on his back with ► support Craig’s lies in their reports. Defense 

* two other officers on top of him. He was not has submitted an obtained video which 

t resisting arrest. After being arrested he was | disproves much of their reports. 
h taken to Highland Hospital, in custody, where A pretrial hearing is set for March 10 at| 
J he received 5 stitches for a punctured left ,9:30 a.m. in Berkeley Municipal Court’ 
K cheek. 'Department 1. The defense is still $200 in* 

4 The incident came towards the end of an debt for legal expenses and may need more} 

* entirely peaceful 3-hour demonstration when money. Send checks to: Nick Frabasilio P.OJj 

1 ^ rT, * J Box 4169, Berkeley, CA 94704. 

-N.W. 
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Plutonium pollution was first discovered in 
Big Trees Park in 1995 when the EPA 
analyzed a single dirt sample there, one of 3 
taken near the lab. The agency expected all 
three to be at "background, 1 - (.001 to .01 
picocuries of plutonium per gram of soil) and 
to use them as a comparison for known 
plutonium contamination at the Lab. All 3 
samples came up dirty, (between 16 and 160 
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by Marylia Kelley (w/ intrusive editing by SS) 

In January, after years of public pressure 
from Tri-Valley CAREs and local residents on 
Livermore Lab demanding that the Lab 
determine how high levels of plutonium got to a 
park near its facility, Livermore Lab released 
additional sampling results from the park. 

High levels of plutonium were found at 
numerous sites in the park, near (but not in) a 
creek which runs through the Lab, along the 
ball field and by a little grassy hill between the 
park and the sidewalk. Somewhat elevated 
levels of plutonium were also found behind an 
apartment complex between the Lab and the 
park. Most of the plutonium was found in the 
top two inches of dirt. The way the plutonium 
is distributed suggests that it may have 
traveled by air to the park, possibly released 
from the Lab during leaks or in the course of 
normal operations. 

Plutonium is a man-made, radioactive metal 
used to create the atomic explosion that is at 
the core of a modern nuclear weapon. 
Plutonium 239, the bomb-grade isotope found 
in the park, has a radioactive half-life of 
24,000 years. The Lab has around 880 pounds 
of it on hand, enough for nearly 100 modern 
nuclear weapons. There is no safe level of 
plutonium exposure. A microscopic particle, if 
inhaled, can cause cancer and other diseases. 


times “background”) and the one from Big 
Trees Park contained the highest level of 
plutonium. Big Trees is about one-half mile 
west of Livermore Lab. Since then, other test 
results turned up even higher levels of 
plutonium, including a finding of 1.02 
picocuries per gram, up to 1,000 times higher 
than attributable to global fallout. Lab 
officials have rushed to assert that there is no 
harm to human health or the environment from 
the plutonium, and that no cleanup or follow up 
action is warranted. 

Tri-Valley CAREs is demanding that 
Sampling should be done of other likely "hot 
spots," including east of the Lab where 
plutonium has been found in off site air 
monitors. Samples should be analyzed for 
particle size to help determine the amounts of 
plutonium escaping through the filtering 
system. Livermore residents also demand that 
"Hot spots" should be cleaned up. There is no 
excuse for the Lab leaving elevated levels of 
plutonium in a park. The Lab should institute 
changes in its filter maintenance and 

operational procedures in the plutonium 
facility to help minimize further releases. 

Finally, Tri-Valley CAREs recommends that 
the plutonium facility should rapidly be phased 
out of operation. 

For more information, contact Tri-Valley 
CAREs at (925) 443-7148. 

Article excerpted from Tri-Valley CAREs’ 
February 1999 newsletter, Citizen’s Watch 
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Will Chainstores Swallow Berkeley? 


Corporate commercial domination threatens democracy and local autonomy 


by PB Floyd 

Looking at the block of Shattuck Avenue 
between Durant and Channing streets, there is 
no way to tell that you’re standing in Berkeley, 
California, rather than in Kansas City, San 
Diego, Columbus or Atlanta. Like downtown 
strips across the globe, Berkeley too is 
increasingly occupied by unbroken rows of 
chainstores, populated by underpaid, de¬ 
skilled, part-time workers, and controlled from 
afar by massive corporations. The “Block of 
Horror” in downtown Berkeley features a 
Barnes & Noble “unit", a Jamba Juice smoothie 
counter, a Blockbuster Video and an antiseptic 
High Tech Burrito. At least so far, it is one of 
the few blocks of unbroken chainstores in 
Berkeley. 

Unfortunately, the Block of Horror is far 
from an aberration: most new businesses that 
open in Berkeley are chains, and chains are 
gradually replacing locally owned shops. In the 
last 5 years, downtown Beikeley has “gained” 
a Starbuck’s coffee, an Eddie Bauer, a Ben & 
Jerry’s, a Taco Bell, a Ross Dress For Less, 
Ms. Fields Cookies, and a Walgreens. If things 
keep going in the same direction, far from 
being a relative rarity, the Block of Horror 
may soon became the norm in Berkeley, as 
virtually identical blocks already represent the 
norm most everywhere else in the United 
States. Even in the world. 

It is especially surprising to see the Block of 
Horror in a town with nationally known, locally- 
run bookstores and restaurants, and within 
blocks of a really impressive locally owned 
video store. 

Twenty or thirty years ago, Berkeley 
residents unceasingly fought chainstores when 


they appeared, such as the Gap and Tower 
Records on Telegraph, which were both 
repeatedly protested, boycotted and even 
looted. The new wave of chainstores is being 
welcomed, even celebrated, by Beikeley Mayor 
Shirley Dean and downtown landlord interests. 
They can’t seem to tell the difference between 
revitalizing downtown with more businesses, 
and sowing the seeds of the downtown’s 
destruction by bringing in chainstores which 
will suck the downtown dry, and which 
ultimately have no commitment to the success 
of downtown Berkeley over the success of any 
of their “outlets" in any random mall in Iowa. 

It is highly ironic that local Chambers of 
Commerce like the one in Berkeley actually 
want to bring in chainstores, since the chains’ 
agenda is to eliminate all local businesses, 
centralizing decision making and the economy 


for greater efficiency. One-hundred and fifty 
years later, factory technology is incredibly 
efficient, and the heads of industry have now 
turned to the management of consumers to 
achieve the highest rates of consumption using 
the least inputs of resources. Chainstores, 
and increasingly internet commerce, represent 
the highest technology of managed 
consumerism. 

Scientific market research (together with 
mass media advertising) determine what the 
consumers will buy. Massive corporations, 
funded with billions from Wall Street, achieve 
economies of scale by vertically integrating 
purchasing, distribution and retail, or by 
cutting sweetheart deals with producers. On 
the local level, retail sales are conducted 
through chainstores “units”, centrally 
designed and managed. Each unit is connected 


Multi-national corporations have no commitment to 
any particular place, and will remove jobs or services 
as soon as it becomes economically attractive to do so 


into distant corporate board rooms. For 
downtown property owners, chainstores are a 
boon because they can pay higher rents. These 
higher rents, together with relentless 
competition from chains so large that they can 
win price breaks from suppliers, are precisely 
what drives locally owned stores under. 

The increasing success of chainstores is 
part of a trend whereby consumption is 
increasingly centrally “managed". At the start 
of the Industrial Revolution, factory owners 
learned how to centrally organize production 


to the central office using computers and 
satellites with efficiency never before 
possible. The chain’s average wages are lower 
since fewer skilled employees are required to 
operate a chainstore. 

By contrast, locally owned retail outlets are 
highly “inefficient” because they can’t order 
by the truck full, they don’t have access to 
national market research and advertising, and 
their design and marketing decisions are made 
unscientifically, according to individual taste. 
According to chain-think, independent stores 


must be replaced so that chains can gain 
market share and “dominate." 

A community that loses all local control or 
contact with the functions of the economy- 
production, consumption, meeting human 
needs-is doomed as a community. Globalization 
of the economy has repeatedly demonstrated 
that multi-national corporations have no 
commitment to any particular place, and will 
remove jobs or sen/ices as soon as it becomes 
economically attractive to do so. A community 
dominated by chains and massive multi-national 
employers cannot exercise any local, 
democratic control over what labor and 
environmental responsibilities businesses have 
to the community. Instead, unaccountable 
corporate boards gain unfettered power over 
how or whether local residents will wotk, and 
what they will consume. 

Chainstores rarely invest in the communities 
in which they locate. Instead, every dollar 
spent at a chain is paid as profit to investors 
or is concentrated at its corporate office for 
more investment in new outlets elsewhere. 

As chainstores increasingly dominate retail, 
local character and the possibility for 
innovation are lost. Local opportunities to 
break out of the corporate rat race by using 
local currencies or by setting up cooperatives 
or collectives are frustrated. It becomes 
increasingly difficult to talk to the person “in 
charge” who can make changes. 

To preserve democracy and communities 
worth living in, chainstores must be fought. 
And this doesn’t just mean not buying from 
them. Its time for creative and militant tactics 
to attack these blights on the community. We 
have nothing to lose but our chains. 











Sweeping Away Huma^j 
bights and Protesting fof 
| Social Justice * 

Food Not Bombs Serves Dissent at SF 
City Hall Reopening 


by Chris Crass 

Police sweeps have returned as the official 
policy on homelessness in San Francisco. In 
keeping with political tradition, Willie Brown 
has resorted to the tired tactic of using police 
to ticket, arrest, and harass homeless people in 
public spaces in an attempt to win votes under 
the guise of ‘doing something’ about 
homelessness. Like his predecessors, Art 
Agnos and Frank Jordan, Brown has entered 
his reelection year in office with ‘get tough’ 
policies that make headlines and garner 
approval from downtown business, but do 
nothing to improve the situation for poor 
people. 

Police sweeps have been on the rise all over 
San Francisco--in the Haight, the Castro and 
Union Square in particular. By December, the 
police sweeps were launched in full force in 
Civic Center in preparation for the reopening 
of City Hall. City Hall had been closed for 
upgrade, restoration and retrofitting since 
early spring of 95. Over 300 million dollars 
had been spent on City Hall, including 4 to 5 
hundred thousand dollars for gold plating on 
City Hall’s dome. Using the policy of ‘zero 
tolerance’ (i.e. if you look poor and aren’t 
white, then you will be questioned), the police 
forced people out. Additionally, all of the 
benches in Civic Center were removed and 
using enormous lights, the entire plaza was lit 
up throughout the night to prevent sleeping. 

On January 5th, City Hall reopened and was 
kicked off with a ceremony led by Mayor 
Brown. The ceremony took place across the 
street in Civic Center where all signs of 


day, it was apparent that we had touched a 
nerve in city government. Willie’s dream 
seemed to be a City Hall for it’s upper class 
tastes to serve the upper class people who run 
the city. We served as a reminder to 
everyone’s conscience that it’s wrong to have 
dessert at the expense of someone else’s 
dinner.” 

Tai Miller, who recorded much of the event 
for Free Radio, wondered “why we let them 
take our tax money to build a monument to 
people who are so boring while others of us 
starve.” Miller is a long-time activist with 
FNB and the Industrial Workers of the World. 
She wondered why, if City Hall belongs to the 
people, as the Mayor stated during the 
ceremony, poor people were being forced 
away. “Such is life in the capitalist world,” she 
said. 

Now that City Hall has reopened, poor 
people are still being cleared out of Civic 
Center and the Board of Supervisors, under 
the impetus of Amos Brown, have voted to 



increase police sweeps in United Nations Plaza. 
Amos Brown, who has argued that SF’s 
homeless problem is due to “compassion 
overload” and the generosity of the city, has 
repeatedly called for increased punitive 



IQth Anniversary Special 

A Brief History 
of People’s ■ 
Park 


This year marks the 30th anniversary of the 
creation of People’s Park. Therefore, 
Slingshot publishes this short history of the 
Park as a public sen/ice. 

At the start of 1969, the site that is now 
People’s Park was a dirt parking lot. The 
university had bought the property for new 
dorms in the mid-60s but then after 
demolishing the wood frame houses that had 
been on the lot (which had, coincidentally, 
formed a home base for many radicals which 
the UC Regents wanted out of Berkeley) the 
university never built the dorms. In the spring 
of 1969, after it had sat empty for some time 
and become an eyesore, community members 
decided to build a park on the lot. 

Building the park mobilized and energized j 
many of the hippies, street people, activists 
and regular Berkeley citizens who 
participated. They were doing something for 
themselves, not for profit or bosses. 
Hundreds of people worked hard putting down 
sod, building a children’s play ground and 
planting trees. From the beginning the ideal 
was “user development”--the people building a 
park for themselves without university 
approval, planners, etc. Seizing the land from 
the university for legitimate public use was 
and is the spirit of the park. 

After the initial construction on April 20, 
negotiations with the university over control of 
the park continued for about three weeks. For 






with police lasted into the wee hours. 

In 1980, the university put asphalt over the 
free parking lot at People’s Park to turn it 
into a Fee parking lot. Students and others 
occupied the ground and began to rip up the 
pavement. After a week of confrontations 
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has resorted to the tired tactic of using police 
to ticket, arrest, and harass homeless people in 
public spaces in an attempt to win votes under 
the guise of ‘doing something’ about 
homelessness. Like his predecessors, Art 
Agnos and Frank Jordan, Brown has entered 
his reelection year in office with ‘get tough’ 
policies that make headlines and garner 
approval from downtown business, but do 
nothing to improve the situation for poor 
people. 

Police sweeps have been on the rise all over 
San Francisco--in the Haight, the Castro and 
Union Square in particular. By December, the 
police sweeps were launched in full force in 
Civic Center in preparation for the reopening 
of City Hall. City Hall had been closed for 
upgrade, restoration and retrofitting since 
early spring of 95. Over 300 million dollars 
had been spent on City Hall, including 4 to 5 
hundred thousand dollars for gold plating on 
City Hall’s dome. Using the policy of ‘zero 
tolerance’ (i.e. if you look poor and aren’t 
white, then you will be questioned), the police 
forced people out. Additionally, all of the 
benches in Civic Center were removed and 
using enormous lights, the entire plaza was lit 
up throughout the night to prevent sleeping. 

On January 5th, City Hall reopened and was 
kicked off with a ceremony led by Mayor 
Brown. The ceremony took place across the 
street in Civic Center where all signs of 
poverty had been removed. The reality of 
failed homeless policy and the effects of 
welfare reform and economic inequality had 
been hidden to make way for the photo 
opportunities of a triumphant ceremony of city 
politics as usual. Food Not Bombs, however, 
decided to ‘celebrate’ the reopening of City 
Hall with an all day protest and community meal 
for poor people. 

For years Food Not Bombs had served free 
food across from City Hall in Civic Center. By 
sharing food in a high profile area and visibly 
protesting against poverty and the 
criminalization of poor people, FNB was 
targeted by Mayors Agnos and Jordan for 
arrest and political repression. Since the 
closing of City Hall, the group has been sharing 
food in United Nations Plaza. With the 
reopening, FNB returned to Civic Center in an 
effort to both draw attention to the social 
injustice of poverty and to protest the city’s 
punitive attacks against homeless people. 

From 9 am to about 7:30 pm FNB served on 


tables iu serve me upper ciass people wnu run 

the city. We served as a reminder to 
everyone’s conscience that it’s wrong to have 
dessert at the expense of someone else’s 
dinner." 

Tai Miller, who recorded much of the event 
for Free Radio, wondered “why we let them 
take our tax money to build a monument to 
people who are so boring while others of us 
stan/e.” Miller is a long-time activist with 
FNB and the Industrial Workers of the World. 
She wondered why, if City Hall belongs to the 
people, as the Mayor stated during the 
ceremony, poor people were being forced 
away. “Such is life in the capitalist worid,” she 
said. 

Now that City Hall has reopened, poor 
people are still being cleared out of Civic 
Center and the Board of Supervisors, under 
the impetus of Amos Brown, have voted to 



increase police sweeps in United Nations Plaza. 
Amos Brown, who has argued that SF’s 
homeless problem is due to “compassion 
overload" and the generosity of the city, has 
repeatedly called for increased punitive 
measures against homeless people and “zero- 
tolerance." Homeless people are being pushed 
into the neighborhoods as police make their 
presence felt in the plazas and parks. 
Politicians like Amos Brown have turned the 
public debate away from the lack of 
affordable housing, lack of drug treatment 
programs, lack of decent paying jobs, and 
other economic and social dynamics onto issues 
of personal behavior and individual conduct. 

Fortunately, protests took place throughout 
February. The Coalition on Homelessness held a 
“Have A Heart” rally for Valentine’s Day at 
City Hall. A group of almost 100 people went 
into City Hall and visited the Board of 
Supervisors and the Mayor with chants of “L- 
O-V-E", “Have a change of heart”, and my 
personal favorite, “Stop in the name of love.” 
All supervisors who supported the police 
sweeps were given broken hearts, while the 
three who opposed the sweeps were given 


This year marks the 30th anniversary of the 
creation of People’s Park. Therefore, 
Slingshot publishes this short history of the 
Park as a public sen/ice. 

At the start of 1969, the site that is now 
People’s Park was a dirt parking lot. The 
university had bought the property for new 
dorms in the mid-60s but then after | 
demolishing the wood frame houses that had 
been on the lot (which had, coincidentally, | 
formed a home base for many radicals which 1 
the UC Regents wanted out of Berkeley) the j 
university never built the dorms. In the spring ,f 
of 1969, after it had sat empty for some time 1 
and become an eyesore, community members I 
decided to build a park on the lot. 1 

Building the park mobilized and energized 1 
many of the hippies, street people, activists 9 
and regular Berkeley citizens who|| 
participated. They were doing something for S 
themselves, not for profit or bosses. J 
Hundreds of people worked hard putting down | 
sod, building a children’s play ground and 1 
planting trees. From the beginning the ideal * 
was “user development"--the people building a 
park for themselves without university 
approval, planners, etc. Seizing the land from i 
the university for legitimate public use was 
and is the spirit of the park. 

After the initial construction on April 20, I 
negotiations with the university over control of 
the park continued for about three weeks. For 
a while it looked like a settlement could be 
reached, but suddenly the university stopped 
negotiating, and in the early morning on May 15, 
moved police into the park to build a fence. A 
rally protesting the fence was quickly 
organized on Sproul Plaza on the UC campus. 

In the middle of the rally, after a student 
leader said “lets go down and take the park,” 
police turned off the sound system. 6,000 
people spontaneously began to march down 
Telegraph Ave. toward the park. They were 
met by 250 police with rifles and flack- 
jackets. Someone opened a fire hydrant. When 
the police moved into the crowd to shut off the 
hydrant, some rocks were thrown and the 
police retaliated by firing tear gas to disperse 
the crowd. 

An afternoon of chaos and violence followed. 
Sheriff’s deputies walked through the streets 
of Berkeley firing into crowds and at 
individuals with shotguns. At first they used 
birdshot but when that ran out, they switched 
to double-0 buckshot. 128 people were 


with police lasted into the wee hours. 

In 1980, the university put asphalt over the 
free parking lot at People’s Park to turn it 
into a Fee parking lot. Students and others 
occupied the ground and began to rip up the 
pavement. After a week of confrontations 



As part of the 20th 
Anniversary of People’s Park 
Commemoration in 1989, this march 
ended in a whole night of cop-free 
revelry and looting on Telegraph by 
3,000 youths and Cal students. 


between students and police, the university let 
the issue drop and the pavement was used to 
build the garden at the west end of the park. 

During the late 1980s the university 
employed a subtle strategy to again try to 
retake People’s Park. Community efforts to 
make improvements in the park, such as 
installing bathrooms, were met with police and 
bulldozers, while police, through constant 
harassment elsewhere, forced drug dealers to 
do their business in the park. These tactics 
continue today. 

In 1990 and 1991, the City of Berkeley 
negotiated a deal with the university to “save 
the park” by “cleaning it up.” The university 
aareed not to construct dorms on the land if 






















been hidden to make way for the photo 
opportunities of a triumphant ceremony of city 
politics as usual. Food Not Bombs, however, 
decided to ‘celebrate’ the reopening of City 
Hall with an all day protest and community meal 
for poor people. 

For years Food Not Bombs had served free 
food across from City Hall in Civic Center. By 
sharing food in a high profile area and visibly 
protesting against poverty and the 
criminalization of poor people, FNB was 
targeted by Mayors Agnos and Jordan for 
arrest and political repression. Since the 
closing of City Hall, the group has been sharing 
food in United Nations Plaza. With the 
reopening, FNB returned to Civic Center in an 
effort to both draw attention to the social 
injustice of poverty and to protest the city’s 
punitive attacks against homeless people. 

From 9 am to about 7:30 pm FNB served on 
the opposite side of Civic Center from where 
the ceremony was held. With two large 
banners reading “Food Not Bombs” and 
“Visibility is a Human Right”, FNB served! 
breakfast, lunch and dinner, distributed 
literature, engaged hundreds of people 
walking by, and created a safe space for poor 
people to return to Civic Center after being 
forcibly removed. While the number of ; 
servers/protesters never exceeded a dozen or 
two, hundreds of people received food and 
literature and many stopped to read the 
banners and get an alternative perspective on 
city politics. 

“Virtually every passer by remarked on the 
importance of our mission - to feed people and 
thereby make the clear statement that 
government is failing in it’s mandate," 
commented Rg Goudy, a workfare worker and 
member of People Organized To Win 
Employment Rights, the Coalition on 
Homelessness, and FNB. Goudy stated that he 
was “amazed at the press interest in FNB’s 
historic, visual and vocal return to Civic 
Center.” While there was much press interest, 
there was also concern from the police which 
included a surprise visit from the City’s Health 
Department to inform FNB that it was 
conducting an illegal activity. 

Sasha, an activist with FNB, said later, “By 
the amount of attention we got eariy-on in the 


presence felt in the plazas and parks. 
Politicians like Amos Brown have turned the 
public debate away from the lack of 
affordable housing, lack of drug treatment 
programs, lack of decent paying jobs, and 
other economic and social dynamics onto issues 
of personal behavior and individual conduct. 

Fortunately, protests took place throughout 
February. The Coalition on Homelessness held a 
“Have A Heart” rally for Valentine’s Day at 
City Hall. A group of almost 100 people went 
into City Hall and visited the Board of 
Supervisors and the Mayor with chants of “L- 
O-V-E”, “Have a change of heart”, and my 
personal favorite, “Stop in the name of love.” 
All supervisors who supported the police 
sweeps were given broken hearts, while the 
three who opposed the sweeps were given 



beautiful valentines. 

Religious Witness For Homeless People also 
held a rally denouncing the police sweeps and 
political rhetoric that attacks homeless people. 
On Feb. 17th, over 150 people rallied at Civic 
Center and kicked off a 21 day fast to 
protest the enormous amount of housing 
available in the Presidio that could be given to 
homeless people, but isn’t being. Over 250 
people are currently fasting (as this article is 
written). Some people are fasting one day, 
while others are fasting on a liquid diet all 21 

Continued on page 9 


moved police into the park to build a fence. A 
rally protesting the fence was quickly 
organized on Sproul Plaza on the UC campus. 
In the middle of the rally, after a student 
leader said “lets go down and take the park,” 
police turned off the sound system. 6,000 
people spontaneously began to march down 
Telegraph Ave. toward the park. They were 
met by 250 police with rifles and flack- 
jackets. Someone opened a fire hydrant. When 
the police moved into the crowd to shut off the 
hydrant, some rocks were thrown and the 
police retaliated by firing tear gas to disperse 
the crowd. 

An afternoon of chaos and violence followed. 
Sheriffs deputies walked through the streets 
of Berkeley firing into crowds and at 
individuals with shotguns. At first they used 
birdshot but when that ran out, they switched 
to double-0 buckshot. 128 people were 
admitted to hospitals that day, mostly with 
gunshot wounds. James Rector, a spectator 
on a roof on Telegraph Ave., was shot and died 
of his wounds a few days later. 

The day after the shootings, 3000 National 
Guard troops were sent by then Governor 
Reagan to occupy Berkeley. A curfew was 
imposed and a ban on public assembly was put 
into force. Mass demonstrations continued and 
were met with teargas and violence by the 
police. 15 days after the park was fenced, 
30,000 people marched peacefully to the park, 
and active rebellion against the fence 
subsided. The fence stayed up. 

During the summer of 1969 on Bastille day 
protesters marched from Ho Chi Minh 
(Willard) park to People’s Park. Organizers 
had baked wire clippers into loaves of bread 
and lo and behold-the fence was down. Police 
attacked and a riot ensued. 

The fence was rebuilt and didn’t finally come 
down until 1972. In Early May, President Nixon 
announced the mining of North Vietnamese 
ports. The same night as his announcement, a 
hastily-called candlelight march in Ho Chi-Minh 
Park, starting with only 200-300 people, grew 
into thousands as they marched through 
Berkeley. During the night, people tore down 
the fence around People’s Park with their bare 
hands, a police car was burned and skirmishing 
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revelry and looting on Telegraph by 
3,000 youths and Cal students. 


between students and police, the university let 
the issue drop and the pavement was used to 
build the garden at the west end of the park. 

During the late 1980s the university 
employed a subtle strategy to again try to 
retake People’s Park. Community efforts to 
make improvements in the park, such as 
installing bathrooms, were met with police and 
bulldozers, while police, through constant 
harassment elsewhere, forced drug dealers to 
do their business in the park. These tactics 
continue today. 

In 1990 and 1991, the City of Berkeley 
negotiated a deal with the university to “save 
the park” by “cleaning it up.” The university 
agreed not to construct dorms on the land if 
sports facilities were constructed and the 
character of the park was changed. By this 
time, the park was being used to provide 
services to the growing number of homeless in 
the Southside area including free meals and a 
free box for clothes. The park continued to 
serve as a meeting place for activists and as a 
forum for political events and free concerts. 
It became clear that “cleaning up the park” 
meant eliminating freaks and the homeless. 

On July 28, 1991, the university again put 
up a fence at the Park so that it could 
construct a volleyball court there, part of the 
“cleanup” plan. During protests that 
followed, police fired wooden and rubber 
bullets at fleeing demonstrators every night 
for 3 nights in a row. Hundreds of police 
occupied Berkeley. All the while, construction 
continued on the volleyball courts, which were 
eventually completed. The Courts stood, 
despite constant protests and vandalism, from 
1991 to 1997, when they were finally removed 
by the university due to complete non-use. 

As the Park celebrates its 30th Birthday, 
volunteers continue “user development” of the 
Park as they use the wood which once formed 
the hated volleyball courts to build an entrance 
trellis to the Park, complete with flowers. 
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30th Anniversary Special 


A Brief History 
of People’s - 
Park 



This year marks the 30th anniversary of the 
creation of People’s Park. Therefore, 
Slingshot publishes this short history of the 
Park as a public sen/ice. 

At the start of 1969, the site that is now 
People’s Park was a dirt parking lot. The 
university had bought the property for new 
dorms in the mid-60s but then after 
demolishing the wood frame houses that had 
been on the lot (which had, coincidentally, 
formed a home base for many radicals which 
the UC Regents wanted out of Berkeley) the 
university never built the dorms. In the spring 
of 1969, after it had sat empty for some time 
and become an eyesore, community members 
decided to build a park on the lot. 

Building the park mobilized and energized 
many of the hippies, street people, activists 
and regular Berkeley citizens who 
participated. They were doing something for 
themselves, not for profit or bosses. 
Hundreds of people worked hard putting down 
sod, building a children’s play ground and 
planting trees. From the beginning the ideal 
was “user development”-the people building a 
park for themselves without university 
approval, planners, etc. Seizing the land from 
the university for legitimate public use was 
and is the spirit of the park. 

After the initial construction on April 20, 
negotiations with the university over control of 
the park continued for about three weeks. For 
a while it looked like a settlement could be 
reached, but suddenly the university stopped 
negotiating, and in the early morning on May 15, 
moved police into the park to build a fence. A 
rally protesting the fence was quickly 
organized on Sproul Plaza on the UC campus. 
In the middle of the rally, after a student 
leader said “lets go down and take the park,” 
police turned off the sound system. 6,000 
people spontaneously began to march down 
Telegraph Ave. toward the park. They were 
met by 250 police with rifles and flack- 
jackets. Someone opened a fire hydrant. When 
the police moved into the crowd to shut off the 
hydrant, some rocks were thrown and the 
police retaliated by firing tear gas to disperse 
the crowd. 

An afternoon of chaos and violence followed. 
Sheriffs deputies walked through the streets 


with police lasted into the wee hours. 

In 1980, the university put asphalt over the 
free parking lot at People’s Park to turn it 
into a Fee parking lot. Students and others 
occupied the ground and began to rip up the 
pavement. After a week of confrontations 





As part of the'ZOth 
Anniversary of People’s Park I MP 
Commemoration in 1989, this march 
ended in a whole night of cop-free 
revelry and looting on Telegraph by 
3,000 youths and Cal students. 


between students and police, the university let 
the issue drop and the pavement was used to 
build the garden at the west end of the park. 

During the late 1980s the university 
employed a subtle strategy to again try to 
retake People’s Park. Community efforts to 
make improvements in the park, such as 
installing bathrooms, were met with police and 
bulldozers, while police, through constant 
harassment elsewhere, forced drug dealers to 
do their business in the park. These tactics 
continue today. 
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many of the hippies, street people, activists 
and regular Berkeley citizens who 
participated. They were doing something for 
themselves, not for profit or bosses. 
Hundreds of people worked hard putting down 
sod, building a children’s play ground and 
planting trees. From the beginning the ideal 
was “user development”--the people building a 
park for themselves without university 
approval, planners, etc. Seizing the land from 
the university for legitimate public use was | 
and is the spirit of the park. 

After the initial construction on April 20, | 
negotiations with the university over control of 
the park continued for about three weeks. For 
a while it looked like a settlement could be 
reached, but suddenly the university stopped 
negotiating, and in the early morning on May 15, 
moved police into the park to build a fence. A 
rally protesting the fence was quickly 
organized on Sproul Plaza on the UC campus. 

In the middle of the rally, after a student 
leader said “lets go down and take the park,” 
police turned off the sound system. 6,000 
people spontaneously began to march down 
Telegraph Ave. toward the park. They were 
met by 250 police with rifles and flack- 
jackets. Someone opened a fire hydrant. When 
the police moved into the crowd to shut off the 
hydrant, some rocks were thrown and the 
police retaliated by firing tear gas to disperse 
the crowd. 

An afternoon of chaos and violence followed. 
Sheriff’s deputies walked through the streets 
of Berkeley firing into crowds and at 
individuals with shotguns. At first they used 
birdshot but when that ran out, they switched 
to double-0 buckshot. 128 people were 
admitted to hospitals that day, mostly with 
gunshot wounds. James Rector, a spectator 
on a roof on Telegraph Ave., was shot and died 
of his wounds a few days later. 

The day after the shootings, 3000 National 
Guard troops were sent by then Governor 
Reagan to occupy Berkeley. A curfew was 
imposed and a ban on public assembly was put 
into force. Mass demonstrations continued and 
were met with teargas and violence by the 
police. 15 days after the park was fenced, 
30,000 people marched peacefully to the park, 
and active rebellion against the fence 
subsided. The fence stayed up. 

During the summer of 1969 on Bastille day 
protesters marched from Ho Chi Minh 
(Willard) park to People’s Park. Organizers 
had baked wire clippers into loaves of bread 
and lo and behold-the fence was down. Police 
attacked and a riot ensued. 

The fence was rebuilt and didn’t finally come 
down until 1972. In Early May, President Nixon 
announced the mining of North Vietnamese 
ports. The same night as his announcement, a 
hastily-called candlelight march in Ho Chi-Minh 
Park, starting with only 200-300 people, grew 
into thousands as they marched through 
Berkeley. During the night, people tore down 
the fence around People’s Park with their bare 
hands, a police car was burned and skirmishing 



As part of the 20th 
Anniversary of People’s Park 
Commemoration in 1989, this march 
ended in a whole night of cop-free 
revelry and looting on Telegraph by 
3,000 youths and Cal students. 


between students and police, the university let 
the issue drop and the pavement was used to 
build the garden at the west end of the park. 

During the late 1980s the university 
employed a subtle strategy to again try to 
retake People’s Park. Community efforts to 
make improvements in the park, such as 
installing bathrooms, were met with police and 
bulldozers, while police, through constant 
harassment elsewhere, forced drug dealers to 
do their business in the park. These tactics 
continue today. 

In 1990 and 1991, the City of Berkeley 
negotiated a deal with the university to “save 
the park” by “cleaning it up.” The university 
agreed not to construct dorms on the land if 
sports facilities were constructed and the 
character of the park was changed. By this 
time, the park was being used to provide 
services to the growing number of homeless in 
the Southside area including free meals and a 
free box for clothes. The park continued to 
sen/e as a meeting place for activists and as a 
forum for political events and free concerts. 
It became clear that “cleaning up the park” 
meant eliminating freaks and the homeless. 

On July 28, 1991, the university again put 
up a fence at the Park so that it could 
construct a volleyball court there, part of the 
“cleanup” plan. During protests that 
followed, police fired wooden and rubber 
bullets at fleeing demonstrators every night 
for 3 nights in a row. Hundreds of police 
occupied Berkeley. All the while, construction 
continued on the volleyball courts, which were 
eventually completed. The Courts stood, 
despite constant protests and vandalism, from 
1991 to 1997, when they were finally removed 
by the university due to complete non-use. 

As the Park celebrates its 30th Birthday, 
volunteers continue “user development” of the 
Park as they use the wood which once formed 
the hated volleyball courts to build an entrance 
trellis to the Park, complete with flowers. 
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by N. Waters 

As the People’s Park 30th Anniversary 
celebration approaches, the substantive issues and 
conflicts concerning the Park and the surrounding 
community are no less relevant now than they were 
in the past. Who controls the land, and how and by 
whom the streets are used, are issues still played 
out in the Southside political theater and elsewhere. 
They are issues that strike at heart of the kind of 
society we live in. 

On one side of the conflict are the forces of 
repression, homogeneity and capitalist 
property relations. On the other you 
have utopian elements of personal 
freedom, universal community, and 
disregard for the dictates of outside 
authority and the rule of law. 
Merchants, the University, and the 
political machinations of the City of 
Berkeley are united in their constant 
quest for a definition of social order 
that defines away certain people and 
the legitimacy of the uses they have 
found for the streets and the Park. 
Merchants vs. The People 
1998 witnessed three waves of 
crackdown on Telegraph Avenue. The 
first in February at the height of El 
Nino, the second last summer-- 
Operation Ave Watch which resembled 
more of a military occupation, and the 
third, also known as the November 
Round-up, a post-election wave of 
arrests mostly for marijuana. All three 
periods shared a common goal of 
ridding the area of people who 
merchants and the powers that be deem a 
detriment to economic viabilitv. The Dolice's iob is 



Justice 


establishment is the soon to be released 
Southside Plan. Judging by what has come out 
of two other recent City Plans--the West 
Berkeley Plan, which led to 4th Street’s 
redevelopment, and the Downtown Berkeley 
Plan which facilitated Shirley Dean’s 



The fact that there is a 
certain class of people 
who are forced by 
economic circumstance to 
live their lives out on the 
streets is a fault of this 
society, not of those 
trying to make the best of 
the situation. 



revitalized (read chainstored) downtown- 
there is reason to fear a Southside Plan. The 
Southside Plan differs from the others, 
though, in that it is billed as a joint effort 
between the City and the University: the 
University being a big landowner in the area. In 
actuality though, the Plan is a joint venture 
between the University, who dominates the 
Plan’s process, and the Telegraph Merchants 
Association whose interests dominate the 


process is dominated by commercial interests 
and the unspoken, though underlying, theme is 
how to make more money for Avenue 
merchants. 

Police Solutions 

The powers that be have persisted for more 
than a year now with their most recent efforts 
to rid Southside of that plague of humanity 
that was installed here by the political and 
countercultural movement of the 60s. But 
attempts to rid the area of the unwanted and 
unwashed are misguided, not only in teims of 
the immorality of wanting to exclude and 
discriminate against people based on class, 
race, or lifestyle, but also because it is not the 
way to a better society. 

The fact that there is a certain class of 
people who are forced by economic 
circumstance to live their lives out on the 
streets is a fault of this society, not of those 
trying to make the best of the situation. And it 
is not a perfect situation. Obviously, if there 
is scarcity in society and there are needy 
people on the street it is not going to bode 
well for the slightly more fortunate who will 
compete with them for precious social space. 
But what is the solution? 

The current power holders in this society 
would have us believe that a law enforcement 
solution is the only possibility, often 
interspliced with a token, and always 
insufficient, sprinkling of social services. 
What is needed, however, is real social service 
and social change that eliminates the homeless 
problem, and the desperation problem, in this 



their humanity helps keep wages low. It is an 
intentionally disfunctional system perpetuated 
by the profiting class. 

The Federal Problem 

The ‘war on crime’ is thus a conscious, 
federally orchestrated war program that has 
been deliberately grafted onto this society 
because it serves a purpose for those in 
power. It’s a domestic war launched by the 
government whose target is not just a few bad 
apples, but really society itself. It is 
repression of and a clampdown on the entire 
population. When some people’s freedom is 
taken away, everyone is less free. When the 
standards for acceptable treatment of some 
people in society are lowered, the standards 
for all people are lowered. If they can come for 
you in the morning, they can come for me at 
night. 

Crime hysteria now rules American society. 
Employing a war-level amount of media 
propaganda about drugs and crime as an 



All the money that has 
been spent in the last 5- 
10 years on 500,000-plus 
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housing called prisons 
could have instead been 
_spent on real housing 



























political machinations of the City of 
Berkeley are united in their constant 
quest for a definition of social order 
that defines away certain people and 
the legitimacy of the uses they have 
found for the streets and the Park. 
Merchants vs. The People 
1998 witnessed three waves of 
crackdown on Telegraph Avenue. The 
first in February at the height of El 
Nino, the second last summer- 
Operation Ave Watch which resembled 
more of a military occupation, and the 
third, also known as the November 
Round-up, a post-election wave of 
arrests mostly for marijuana. All three 
periods shared a common goal of 
__ ridding the area of people who 

merchants and the powers that be deem a 
detriment to economic viability. The police’s job is 
to do whatever they need to to harass-through 
arrest, intimidation, and selective enforcement of 
petty infractions-those people into leaving the 
area. The November Round-up in particular saw the 
issuance of many court ordered “stay away orders” 
for youths on the Avenue. People were also told 
privately by police officers that they should go to 
Oakland or San Francisco. Many went to downtown 
Beikeley. 

While the first two crackdowns of ‘98 saw the 
police acting largely on their own, though with the 
tacit support of City administrators and the 
Telegraph Area Association, the November 
Crackdown was unique in that it elicited almost 
universal institutional support. Even local 
Councilman Kris Worthington signed on to the use 
of police repression, moving two motions on the 
council floor (seconded by Maio) which authorized a 
larger police presence-in effect legislating the 
crackdown. Cody’s Books went beyond the call of 
duty and turned their third floor over to the 
Berkeley Police to use as a virtual substation for 
the month of November. It was there that numerous 
officers would gather in a kind of spy nest for one 
part of the crackdown, a buy-bust trap in front of 
Amoeba Records that netted over 50 young people, 
almost all for marijuana sales. 

Berkeley’s Marijuana Initiative, passed in 1973, 
instincts Berkeley Police to make “no arrests and 
issue no citations for violations of marijuana laws.” 
Spending vast amounts of police resources on 
marijuana enforcement, as the Berkeley Police did in 
November, is a clear violation of this Initiative. It 
amounted to a ‘war on marijuana’ campaign by a 
“progressive majority” run City of Berkeley and the 
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revitalized (read chainstored) downtown- 
there is reason to fear a Southside Plan. The 
Southside Plan differs from the others, 
though, in that it is billed as a joint effort 
between the City and the University: the 
University being a big landowner in the area. In 
actuality though, the Plan is a joint venture 
between the University, who dominates the 
Plan’s process, and the Telegraph Merchants 
Association whose interests dominate the 
central theme of the Plan-profit. 

Noteworthy in draft papers for the Plan is 
sentiment against young people and the 
homeless. An excerpt reads that “the area has 
periodically attracted large numbers of young 
non-students, accompanied by increases in 
drug trafficking and street crime...” as though 
all non-student youth can be equated with drug 
dealing and crime. Later it talks of the need to 


way to a Dener society. 

The fact that there is a certain class of 
people who are forced by economic 
circumstance to live their lives out on the 
streets is a fault of this society, not of those 
trying to make the best of the situation. And it 
is not a perfect situation. Obviously, if there 
is scarcity in society and there are needy 
people on the street it is not going to bode 
well for the slightly more fortunate who will 
compete with them for precious social space. 
But what is the solution? 

The current power holders in this society 
would have us believe that a law enforcement 
solution is the only possibility, often 
interspliced with a token, and always 
insufficient, sprinkling of social services. 
What is needed, however, is real social service 
and social change that eliminates the homeless 
problem, and the desperation problem, in this 
society. How long has it been that this 
homeless problem has been going on? This is 
one of the richest countries in the world and 
one million-plus people can’t find shelter at 
night. It doesn’t take a revolution or a PhD to 
realize that this problem can be easily solved. 

All the money that has been spent in the last 
5-10 years on 500,000 plus units of low- 
income housing called prisons could have 



About 50 people march down Telegraph Avenue during a 
September, 1998 march to end the drug war. 


“address problems of crime, drugs, 
homelessness, noise and trash" as if 
homelessness is a problem like the others, not 
of people not having a home. 
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people in society are lowered, the standards 
for all people are lowered. If they can come for 
you in the morning, they can come for me at 
night. 

Crime hysteria now rules American society. 
Employing a war-level amount of media 
propaganda about drugs and crime as an 




All the money that has 
been spent in the last 5- 
10 years on 500,000-plus 
units of low income 
housing called prisons 
could have instead been 
spent on real housing 
and would have at least 
come close to solving the 
homeless problem. 


ideological battering ram, the population has 
been successfully inculcated with the belief 
that the current or an even greater level of 
domestic security apparatus is necessary to 
‘take back our streets.’ A police state 
consciousness has consumed us. 

The 90’s will be remembered historically as 
the decade that saw the rise of the “criminal 
justice” system to the level of the preeminence 
in domestic social policy-the criminalization 
and confinement of American society, or a 
segment of that society. ‘Safe Streets Now,’ 
‘Zero Tolerance for Crime,’ ‘War on Drugs’- 
these have become the dominant themes and 
programs of our time, to the exclusion of all 
others. The criminal justice system has 
silenced discussion and has defined the realm 
of the possible as so narrow that the only 
debates that can take place are between 
“more repression soon” and “way more 
repression immediately.” Anyone who 
disagrees is accused of being ‘soft on crime.’ 


instead been spent on real housing and would 
have at least come close to solving the homeless 
problem. The problem is not logistical, it is not 
one of resources or knowledge. It is a problem 
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area. The November Round-up in particular saw the 
issuance of many court ordered “stay away orders” 
for youths on the Avenue. People were also told 
privately by police officers that they should go to 
Oakland or San Francisco. Many went to downtown 
Berkeley. 

While the first two crackdowns of ‘98 saw the 
police acting largely on their own, though with the 
tacit support of City administrators and the 
Telegraph Area Association, the November 
Crackdown was unique in that it elicited almost 
universal institutional support. Even local 
Councilman Kris Worthington signed on to the use 
of police repression, moving two motions on the 
council floor (seconded by Maio) which authorized a 
larger police presence--in effect legislating the 
crackdown. Cody's Books went beyond the call of 
duty and turned their third floor over to the 
Berkeley Police to use as a virtual substation for 
the month of November. It was there that numerous 
officers would gather in a kind of spy nest for one 
part of the crackdown, a buy-bust trap in front of 
Amoeba Records that netted over 50 young people, 
almost all for marijuana sales. 

Berkeley’s Marijuana Initiative, passed in 1973, 
instructs Berkeley Police to make “no arrests and 
issue no citations for violations of marijuana laws.” 
Spending vast amounts of police resources on 
marijuana enforcement, as the Berkeley Police did in 
November, is a clear violation of this Initiative. It 
amounted to a ‘war on marijuana’ campaign by a 
“progressive majority” run City of Berkeley and the 
renowned ‘independent 1 Cody’s Books. 

Aies and Enemies 

In January, the People’s Park free box was 
threatened with removal by the University of 
California responding to pressure from an allegedly 
new group on the Southside scene called ‘Safe 
Streets Now.’ This group of drug war/crime war 
boosters got neighbors to threaten UC with a 
lawsuit if they didn’t clean up People’s Park. In 
actuality, though, it was a convenient excuse to 
attack a certain class and race of people who hang 
out in the park and by the box and fits in perfectly 
with a UC supported master plan for economic 
cleansing of the area. 

Another prong of attack coming from the 


homeless. An exceipt reads that “the area has 
periodically attracted large numbers of young 
non-students, accompanied by increases in 
drug trafficking and street crime...” as though 
all non-student youth can be equated with drug 
dealing and crime. Later it talks of the need to 


one million-plus people can’t find shelter at 
night. It doesn’t take a revolution or a PhD to 
realize that this problem can be easily solved. 

All the money that has been spent in the last 
5-10 years on 500,000 plus units of low- 
income housing called prisons could have 



About 50 people march down Telegraph Avenue during a 
September, 1998 march to end the drug war. 


“address problems of crime, drugs, 
homelessness, noise and trash” as if 
homelessness is a problem like the others, not 
of people not having a home. 

In an ‘Economic Development Issues Paper 1 
the “owners and managers of the largest 
businesses on Telegraph...say they need an 
older clientele who largely come from outside 
the Southside. Working adults have money to 
spend on their products while the younger 
people by and large don’t.” This sentiment may 
help some to explain the attacks on street 
youths that has been a major component of this 
year’s crackdown. From the merchants’ 
perspective, youth without a lot of money are 
useless and might as well be driven out of the 
area so that older people with money can be 
attracted. The entire Southside Plan and its 



instead been spent on real housing and would 
have at least come close to solving the homeless 
problem. The problem is not logistical, it is not 
one of resources or knowledge. It is a problem 
of political power, of who makes decisions in 
this society and who doesn’t. The problem is 
with the owners of this capitalist state who 
run society as a workfarm for the rest-the 
working class. 

The people in power who own and operate 
corporate America don’t care to cloth, feed 
and house the poor. It is in their interest that 
people be ground into so desperate a state 
they will be happy to work a dehumanizing job 
in order to buy back survival. Others are left 
to fester at a substandard level of existence 
as an example to the wage slave to keep 
working or else. The owning class need to 
attack, demonize, and criminalize the potential 
resisters to their scheme, for the denial of 
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homeless problem. 


ideological battering ram, the population has 
been successfully inculcated with the belief 
that the current or an even greater level of 
domestic security apparatus is necessary to 
‘take back our streets.’ A police state 
consciousness has consumed us. 

The 90’s will be remembered historically as 
the decade that saw the rise of the “criminal 
justice” system to the level of the preeminence 
in domestic social policy—the criminalization 
and confinement of American society, or a 
segment of that society. ‘Safe Streets Now,’ 
‘Zero Tolerance for Crime,’ ‘War on Drugs’- 
these have become the dominant themes and 
programs of our time, to the exclusion of all 
others. The criminal justice system has 
silenced discussion and has defined the realm 
of the possible as so narrow that the only 
debates that can take place are between 
“more repression soon" and “way more 
repression immediately.” Anyone who 
disagrees is accused of being ‘soft on crime.’ 


Rights 

Continued from page 8 

days. The fast has garnered mainstream 
media and has been accompanied with daily 
vigils in front of City Hall. 

Public protests, like those of Food Not 
Bombs, the Coalition on Homelessness and 
Religious Witness, aim to bring the public 
debate back to the real issues of economic 
inequality, misplaced priorities and the need to 
address social issues like homelessness with 
social and economic justice. 

The slogan “Homes Not Jails" rings painfully 
tme as the government spends more and more 
money on prisons to warehouse the poor, and 
San Francisco looks to “crack-downs” and 
police sweeps as answers to economic 
inequality and homelessness. 

For more information please call SF Food 
Not Bombs at (415) 292-3235. 
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When Housing Disappears 


I by Michael Radding 

I We are faced daily with homelessness. 

I People sleep in doorways and beg for loose 
I change. Mentally ill people scream at unseen 
I enemies. Homelessness challenges us 
■ personally and as a society. If a homeless 
I person asks us for money we feel the conflict. 
Ilf I give where does it go? If I don't give, how 
I will that person get by. Yet panhandlers are 
■only a small percentage of the homeless. 
I Homeless families are a significant percentage 
lof the total homeless population. What will the 
I future hold for the children who have known 
■little stability and have seen their families 
Icmmble under unceasing stress. How can a 
I nation so rich leave some people so poor? The 
I numbers are staggering. According to an 
I Urban Institute study in the late 1980s, 
1500,000-600,000 Americans are homeless on a 
Igiven night. 

I It wasn't always this way. For those of us 
Iwhose memory stretches back at least as far 
las the 1960s and early 1970s, the sight of 


and paying higher rent before becoming 
homeless. Furthermore, a high percentage of 
the homeless were either refused welfare or 
had been cut off from their benefits in the six 
months preceding their homeless episode. 
From these findings, Sosin concluded, “If the 
homeless are just like the rest of the very poor, 
then dealing with poverty is the best way to 
ameliorate homelessness.” 

This research notwithstanding, most cities 
around the country have treated homeless 
people as though they were fundamentally 
different from the rest of the poor. 
Consequently, cities responded to 


homelessness with shelters. The national 
shelter population rose by a factor of five 
between 1980 and 1990, reflecting both the 
growth in homelessness and in shelters them 
selves. The rise in shelter construction, in my 
view, reflects a fundamental miss-diagnosis of 
the problem. This diagnosis does not see 
homelessness as the result of fundamental 
shifts in the economy and in the housing 
structure, combined with the shredding of the 
social safety net. The problem analysis that 
usually underlies shelter construction 
identifies human failing, usually substance 
abuse and mental illness, as the cause of 


The Left’s Betrayal 
of the Homeless 


year, there's been little movement or debate on I 


homelessness. Consequently, in this view, 
shelters must be constructed not only to 
provide a safe place for home less people, but 
to provide counseling to change their flawed 
character. 

Today's homeless shelters are similar to the 
19th century poorhouses, where the aged, the 
mentally ill, poor families, and out of work 
laborers, were shut away. The original 
sponsors confidently predicted that 
poorhouses would promote the work ethic while 
saving the state money. The 19th century 
poorhouses proved to be expensive, cruel, and 
incapable of transforming human lives. Michael 
Katz summed up their failure in In the shadow 
of the Poorhouse: "Miserable, poorly managed, 
under-funded institutions, trapped by their 
own contradictions, poorhouses failed to meet 
any of the goals so confidently predicted by 
their sponsors." You would think that we would 
have learned our lesson, but the poor house has 
reared its ugly head again in the guise of | 
homeless shelters. 
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I by Michael Radding 

1 We are faced daily with homelessness. 

I People sleep in doorways and beg for loose 
I change. Mentally ill people scream at unseen 
I enemies. Homelessness challenges us 
I personally and as a society. If a homeless 
I person asks us for money we feel the conflict. 
Ilf I give where does it go? If I don't give, how 
I will that person get by. Yet panhandlers are 
[only a small percentage of the homeless. 

I Homeless families are a significant percentage 
■of the total homeless population. What will the 
Ifuture hold for the children who have known 
(little stability and have seen their families 
(crumble under unceasing stress. How can a 
I nation so rich leave some people so poor? The 
I numbers are staggering. According to an 
I Urban Institute study in the late 1980s, 
(500,000-600,000 Americans are homeless on a 
(given night. 

I It wasn't always this way. For those of us 
(whose memory stretches back at least as far 
las the 1960s and early 1970s, the sight of 
(homeless people was rare and the presence of 
(homeless families was unheard of. Indeed, 

| homelessness was uncommon throughout the 
Lost-World War II economic boom. Our 
(industrialized economy accommodated many 
(workers without specialized training or 
(education. For people on the margins of the 
(economy, large skid row areas provided the 
(resources to stay off the streets. On skid row 
(even a poorly educated alcoholic could find a 
(cheap room, get occasional day-labor work, and 
leaf at the rescue mission. A portion of the 
(increase in homelessness, both nationally and in 
(San Francisco, can be attributed to the loss of 
Iskid row housing. 

( How did it happen? By the early 1970s, de¬ 
industrialization led to more unemployment and 
(longer periods of time when people were 
(unemployed. More households fell into the poor 
|and near-poor brackets. Skid rows were 
(vulnerable, since their residents were 
(relatively powerless. 

| At the same time, San Francisco was 
(responding to the changing economy by 
lexnandina the financial district south of 


and paying higher rent before becoming 
homeless. Furthermore, a high percentage of 
the homeless were either refused welfare or 
had been cut off from their benefits in the six 
months preceding their homeless episode. 
From these findings, Sosin concluded, “If the 
homeless are just like the rest of the very poor, 
then dealing with poverty is the best way to 
ameliorate homelessness.’' 

This research notwithstanding, most cities 
around the country have treated homeless 
people as though they were fundamentally 
different from the rest of the poor. 
Consequently, cities responded to 


homelessness with shelters. The national 
shelter population rose by a factor of five 
between 1980 and 1990, reflecting both the 
growth in homelessness and in shelters them 
selves. The rise in shelter construction, in my 
view, reflects a fundamental miss-diagnosis of 
the problem. This diagnosis does not see 
homelessness as the result of fundamental 
shifts in the economy and in the housing 
structure, combined with the shredding of the 
social safety net. The problem analysis that 
usually underlies shelter construction 


homelessness. Consequently, in this view, 
shelters must be constructed not only to 
provide a safe place for home less people, but 
to provide counseling to change their flawed 
character. 

Today's homeless shelters are similar to the 
19th century poorhouses, where the aged, the 
mentally ill, poor families, and out of work 
laborers, were shut away. The original 
sponsors confidently predicted that 
poorhouses would promote the work ethic while 
saving the state money. The 19th century 


The Left’s Betrayal 
of the Homeless 


by Rob Anderson 

Last year's “pieing" of Mayor Brown is a 
perfect metaphor for the impotence and 
futility of the radical left's approach to 
homelessness in San Francisco. Instead of 
pushing serious proposals to actually solve the 
problem, radicals engage in self-righteous 
exhibitionism that, in this instance, only made 
an increasingly unpopular mayor a sympathetic 
figure. 

The most visible advocates for the homeless 
have been the people at Food Not Bombs. They 
feed the homeless but seem to have little 
interest in challenging the status quo. 

The city's "alternative" press takes the 
same approach, when it takes any interest in 
the issue at all. "Leave Them Alone" was the 
cry of the S.F. Bay Guardian during last yearis 
police sweep of the homeless from the city's 
parks. Instead of launching a weekly campaign 
to convice the city to invest enough money to 
solve the problem, the alternative press, like 
the folks at Food Not Bombs, engages in moral 
posturing: We are the Good People, and the 
cops and the mayor are Blue Meanies. 
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identifies human failing, usually substance poorhouses proved to be expensive, cruel, and 

abuse and mental illness, as the cause of incapable of transforming human lives. Michael 

Katz summed up their failure in In the shadow 
of the Poorhouse: "Miserable, poorly managed, 
under-funded institutions, trapped by their 
own contradictions, poorhouses failed to meet 
any of the goals so confidently predicted by 
their sponsors." You would think that we would 
have learned our lesson, but the poor house has 
reared its ugly head again in the guise of 
homeless shelters. 

In the modem version of the poorhouse, 
conditions are often very poor. In San 
Francisco, the Mission Rock Shelter is located 
in a dilapidated warehouse. Rows upon rows of 
cots are draped by dreary gray blankets. 
Bathrooms and showers are temporary. Only 
five hard working caseworkers serve the 600 
residents. In New York City, shelter residents I 
were asked to compare the shelters to their 
experience in prison. Prisons were rated as 
superior in personal safety, privacy cleanliness, 
and food quality. Prisons, as you might expect, 
were inferior mainly in personal freedom. It 
should be noted that family shelters in San 
Francisco are cleaner and better staffed than 
the Mission Rock shelter. 

Like the 19th Century poorhouses, homeless 
shelters are expensive. Mission Rock costs 
$3.2 million a year. That comes to $5,400 a 
bed per year or $450 per bed per month. 
Compare that to General Assistance, the 
City’s main cash assistance grant to single 
adults who are not classified as disabled, which 
pays $345 per month, or $279 for those not in 


year, there's been little movement or debate on 
the issue. The homeless have simply been 
pushed downtown and into the neighborhoods, 
where they are still a problem for working 
people, renters, homeowners, and small 
businesses. 

100 homeless people a year are dying in the 
streets of San Francisco. Posturing by the 
left and the timidity of our mainstream 
political leadership have created the worst 
possible situation: degraded neighborhoods 
and life-threatening circumstances for the 
homeless themselves. 

The politically dicey and expensive-what 
happened to the city’s $145 million surplus?- 
solution that the city and advocates for the 
homeless don't want to face: that hard-core 
substance abusers, runaway teens, and the 
mentally ill—the overwhelming majority of the 
homeless-need to be taken into custody and 
compassionately dealt with according to their 
specific problems and needs. The fact that 
people find themselves living on the streets is 
evidence that their lives are out of control. 
This is not just another lifestyle choice. A 
















industrialized economy accommodated many 
workers without specialized training or 
education. For people on the margins of the 
economy, large skid row areas provided the 
resources to stay off the streets. On skid row 
even a poorly educated alcoholic could find a 
cheap room, get occasional day-labor woik, and 
eat at the rescue mission. A portion of the 
increase in homelessness, both nationally and in 
San Francisco, can be attributed to the loss of 
skid row housing. 

How did it happen? By the early 1970s, de¬ 
industrialization led to more unemployment and 
longer periods of time when people were 
unemployed. More households fell into the poor 
and near-poor brackets. Skid rows were 
vulnerable, since their residents were 
relatively powerless. 

At the same time, San Francisco was 
responding to the changing economy by 
expanding the financial district south of 
Market Street and by constructing the 
Moscone Center. The result was the same in 
San Francisco as in other cities. Construction 
in the South of Market Area resulted in the 
loss of thousands of units in residential hotels. 
With fewer good-paying jobs and fewer cheap 
rooms, very poor people resorted to new 
survival strategies: scavenging for cans, blood 
banks, panhandling, and the occasional use of 
shelters. 

As the economy underwent this change, the 
welfare state contracted. Payments from Aid 
to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) 
began lagging behind inflation. At the same 
time, more administrative barriers were 
placed in the way of access to AFDC. In the 
early 1980s, many recipients of Supplemental 
Security Income, which aids disabled people 
including some people with mental illness, were 
purged from the rolls. Nationally, 300,000 
beneficiaries, including perhaps 100,000 with 
mental problems, lost their benefits. 

By the late 1980s, researchers began to 
examine this emerging social crisis. At the 
University of Chicago, Michael Sosin compared 
536 users of feeding programs, some 
homeless, others very poor but housed. He 
found very few differences in their personal 
characteristics, except that homeless people 
were much more likely to have been living alone 
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pushing serious proposals to actually solve the 
problem, radicals engage in self-righteous 
exhibitionism that, in this instance, only made 
an increasingly unpopular mayor a sympathetic 
figure. 

The most visible advocates for the homeless 
have been the people at Food Not Bombs. They 
feed the homeless but seem to have little 
interest in challenging the status quo. 

The city's ‘alternative" press takes the 
same approach, when it takes any interest in 
the issue at all. "Leave Them Alone" was the 
cry of the S.F. Bay Guardian during last year's 
police sweep of the homeless from the city's 
parks. Instead of launching a weekly campaign 
to convice the city to invest enough money to 
solve the problem, the alternative press, like 
the folks at Food Not Bombs, engages in moral 
posturing: We are the Good People, and the 
cops and the mayor are Blue Meanies. 

Once the police sweeps were over-and 
there were no more headlines in the dailies-- 
homelessness became a non-issue, and the left 
withdrew into its customary smug 
acquiescence in the status quo. The implication 
is that the city's poorest residents-perhaps 
as many as 16,000 people-belong in the 
streets and that they and we will just have to 
accept it. In the meantime, Food Not Bombs, 
the Bay Guardian, and Frontlines will try to 
make it easier for the homeless to stay in the 
streets, while insisting that the authorities not 
do anything to make it harder. 

By failing to implement a comprehensive, 
city-wide policy to actually end homelessness, 
establishment liberalism—the mayor, the board 
of supervisors, the unions, the Democratic 
Party—tacitly accepts the idea that this is the 
way we have to live in San Francisco in 1999. 
Like the left, liberalism has also lost its way. 
Since Mayor Brown ordered the police to get 
the homeless out of the city's parks late last 


people, renters, homeowners, and small 
businesses. 

100 homeless people a year are dying in the 
streets of San Francisco. Posturing by the 
left and the timidity of our mainstream 
political leadership have created the worst 
possible situation: degraded neighborhoods 
and life-threatening circumstances for the 
homeless themselves. 

The politically dicey and expensive-what 
happened to the city’s $145 million surplus?— 
solution that the city and advocates for the 
homeless don't want to face: that hard-core 
substance abusers, runaway teens, and the 
mentally ill—the overwhelming majority of the 
homeless-need to be taken into custody and 
compassionately dealt with according to their 
specific problems and needs. The fact that 
people find themselves living on the streets is 
evidence that their lives are out of control. 
This is not just another lifestyle choice. A 
government that supposedly represents all the 
city's people has to intervene to defend both 
the well being of the homeless themselves and a 
civil society for the rest of us. 

The principle that the city must uphold is 
simple: no one has the right to live in the city's 
parks or on the streets. These are public 
spaces that belong to all the people. 

If and when the city puts this policy into 
practice, the radical left will be outraged by 
the violation of the “rights" of the homeless, 
and they will inevitably be branded as 
heartless fascists. This is when our elected 
officials need to stand firm and to insist on 
enforcing both civility and compassion on the 
streets of the city. 

The status quo is bad for both the city and 
the homeless. Sooner or later the people of 
San Francisco are going to understand that we 
don't have to live this way. 

Rob Anderson is a writer for the Anderson 
Valley Advertiser 


cots are draped by dreary gray blankets. 
Bathrooms and showers are temporary. Only 
five hard working caseworkers serve the 600 
residents. In New York City, shelter residents 
were asked to compare the shelters to their 
experience in prison. Prisons were rated as 
superior in personal safety, privacy cleanliness, 
and food quality. Prisons, as you might expect, 
were inferior mainly in personal freedom. It 
should be noted that family shelters in San 
Francisco are cleaner and better staffed than 
the Mission Rock shelter. 

Like the 19th Century poortiouses, homeless 
shelters are expensive. Mission Rock costs 
$3.2 million a year. That comes to $5,400 a 
bed per year or $450 per bed per month. 
Compare that to General Assistance, the 
City’s main cash assistance grant to single 
adults who are not classified as disabled, which 
pays $345 per month, or $279 for those not in 
the work program. Even that small payment 
fends off homelessness for most recipients. 
Two-thirds of General Assistance recipients 
are not homeless. 

If not shelters, then what? To close down 
shelters immediately would result in hundreds 
of people walking the streets, but we should 
work to make them as unnecessary as possible. 
Since major research suggests that 
homelessness is not a personal trait, but an 
economic status, our response should be to 
help homeless people gain access to tangible 
goods. With this approach in mind, here are a 
few ideas to reduce homelessness in America, 
beginning at the federal level down to the local 
level: 

• Create universal programs at the federal 
level, such as full employment, full access to 
health care, and guarantees for housing. 

• Expand the federal Section 8 program. 

• Provide ongoing rental subsidies for 
renters who take in friends or relatives who 
would otherwise be homeless. 

• Protect General Assistance Payments. 

• Increase day labor, including government 
day hiring. 

Michael Radding is executive director of the 
San Francisco Council on Poverty and 
Homlessness. This article original appeared in 
the SPUR newsletter, SF, and was shortened 
for republication. 
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SUSAN CRRNE 
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RELEASED 


FROM FCI DUBLIN 


Susan Crane has been released from prison! 
On Ash Wednesday 1997 Susan Crane, along 
with 5 other peace activists calling themselves 
the Prince of Peace Plowshares boarded 
Aegis nuclear destroyer USS The Sullivans at 
Bath Iron Works, Maine. In a symbolic, 
nonviolent Swords into Plowshares action 
against the ship's nuclear weapons arsenal, the 
activists poured their blood on and hammered 
on the weapons bays of the Navy's Ship. Susan 
had already served a previous sentence for 
another action in which she and Steve Kelly 
effectively disarmed a Trident nuclear missle 
casing at a Bay Area nuclear weapons 
manufactory (Lockheed Martin). 

Taking their leadings from biblical writings 
“They shall beat their swords into Plowshares 
and their Spears into Pruning Hooks” these 
Plowshares actions have occurred all over the 
world. At first charged with criminal trespass 
and criminal mischief, Prince of Peace 
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Plowshares were eventual y convicted of 

federal charges of conspiracy and the 
destruction of government property. 

After two years in prison for this action, 
Susan Crane was released from FCI Dublin on 
Feb. 27,1999. Susan is a mother of 2 sons, 
former high school teacher, and resides at 
Jonah House, a nonviolent resistance community 
in Baltimore, MD. 

To learn more about the Ploughshares 
actions and the other people involved in 
Plowshares actions contact 
Jonah House: (410) 233-6238 
disarmnow@aol.com 

www.nonviolence.org/plowshares/update.html 
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URGENT APPEAL 
TO END THE TORTURE 
OF LEONARD PELTIER 


American Indian Movement activist and 
political prisoner Leonard Peltier has been 
framed by the U.S. Government for a crime he 
did not commit. His constitutional rights were 
denied. His appeals for a new and fair trial 
were denied. All of this happened because the 
U.S. Government sought to distract the 
people from the truth and to cover-up the U.S. 
Government's continuing policies against 
indigenous people and the suppression of those 
that resisted. To try to silence Leonard, the 
prison authorities have continuously harassed 
him and even tried to assassinate him. Now 
they are refusing him medical treatment. 

Leonard is currently suffering from 
complications of a previous maxilla-facial 
surgery at the Springfield Medical Prison 
facility. In that surgery Leonard almost died. 
Not only did that surgery not improve 
Leonard's condition, it made it far worst. 
Leonard is now in continuous, excruciating pain. 
He cannot open his mouth enough to bite his 
food or chew. Leonard, for very good reasons, 
does not want to go back to Springfield. The 
renowned maxilla-facial surgeon Doctor Keller 
of the Mayo Clinic has written to the prison 
telling them that he is willing to treat Leonard 
Leonard. But so far, the federal Bureau Of 
Prisons (BOP) has refused to let Leonard be 
treated. If the government, for political 
reasons, causes and allows a prisoner to suffer 
great pain, there is no other word for that 
than torture. We are calling upon all people 



who believe in social justice to help in the 
campaign to end the torture of Leonard 
Peltier NOW! 

Please send e-mails to: Ms. Kathleen Hawk, 
Director, Bureau Of Prisons at: e-mail 
khawk@bop.gov or swolfson@bop.gov, or 
write to her at: 320 First St.NW, Washington, 
DC 20534, or fax: 202-514-6878, or call: 
202-307-3198 and ask that Leonard be 
allowed treatment by Dr. Keller at the Mayo 
Clinic. 


The Leonard Peltier 
Organizing Conference 
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casing at a bay Area nuciear weapons 
manufactory (Lockheed Martin). 

Taking their leadings from biblical writings 
“They shall beat their swords into Plowshares 
and their Spears into Pruning Hooks” these 
Plowshares actions have occurred all over the 
world. At first charged with criminal trespass 
and criminal mischief, Prince of Peace 
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Plowshares were eventual 
federal charges of conspiracy and 
destruction of government property. 

After two years in prison for this action, 
Susan Crane was released from FCI Dublin on 
Feb. 27,1999. Susan is a mother of 2 sons, 
former high school teacher, and resides at 
Jonah House, a nonviolent resistance community 
in Baltimore, MD. 

To learn more about the Ploughshares 
actions and the other people involved in 
Plowshares actions contact 
Jonah House: (410) 233-6238 
disamnnow@aol.com 

www.nonviolence.org/plowshares/update.html 



facility. In that surgery Leonard almost died. 
Not only did that surgery not improve 
Leonard's condition, it made it far worst. 
Leonard is now in continuous, excruciating pain. 
He cannot open his mouth enough to bite his 
food or chew. Leonard, for very good reasons, 
does not want to go back to Springfield. The 
renowned maxilla-facial surgeon Doctor Keller 
of the Mayo Clinic has written to the prison 
telling them that he is willing to treat Leonard 
Leonard. But so far, the federal Bureau Of 
Prisons (BOP) has refused to let Leonard be 
treated. If the government, for political 
reasons, causes and allows a prisoner to suffer 
great pain, there is no other word for that 
than torture. We are calling upon all people 



who believe in social justice to help in the 
campaign to end the torture of Leonard 
Peltier NOW! 

Please send e-mails to: Ms. Kathleen Hawk, 
Director, Bureau Of Prisons at: e-mail 
khawk@bop.gov or swolfson@bop.gov, or 
write to her at: 320 First St.NW, Washington, 
DC 20534, or fax: 202-514-6878, or call: 
202-307-3198 and ask that Leonard be 
allowed treatment by Dr. Keller at the Mayo 
Clinic. 


The Leonard Peltier 
Organizing Conference 


Sponsored by the Leonard Peltier Defense Committee 

June 25, 26, and 27,1999 

Haskell Indian Nations University 
Lawrence, Kansas 

LEONARD PELTIER DEFENSE COMMITTEE 

PO Box 583 • Lawrence, KS 66044 • 785-842-5774 < lpdcO idir.nct > 
http://mcmbcrs.xtxim.com/frecpclticr/indcx.htiTil 


HONORING THE LEGACY OF JOHN BROWN 

\ 


If the task of the nineteenth century was to 
overthrow slavery, and the task of the 
twentieth century was to end legal 
segregation, the key to solving this country’s 
problems in the twenty-first century is to 
abolish the white race as a social category -in 
other words, eradicate white supremacy 
entirely. 

John Brown represents the abolitionist 
cause. Nominally white, he made war against 
slavery, working closely with black people. 
Those who think it saner to collaborate with 
evil than to resist it have labeled him a madman, 
but it was not for his madness that he was 
hanged; no, it was for obeying the biblical 
injunction to remember them that are in bonds 

Qc Kai inri ujifH tHom Cat IHaca uiHa cnHar 


that they can step outside of their color and 
take part in building a new human community. 

John Brown’s body lies a-mould’rin’ in the 
grave, but his soul calls out to the living. He is 
buried alongside family members and 
comrades-at-arms near North Elba, New York, 
in the beautiful Adirondack Mountains, which he 
often said had been placed there to serve the 
emancipation of the American slave. For many 
years African Americans and others 
celebrated May 9th, the anniverseary of his 
birth, by gathering at his gravesite. We call 
upon those who share the vision of a country 
without racial walls to join hands there on that 
date in 1999—his one hundred ninety-ninth 
year-to honor his memory and the memory of 

fhn AfllArr kln/%L 


John Brown Day ‘99 will be a day of ritual, 
reflection, remembrance, and renewal. 

For further information, contact: EAST 
COAST, John Brown Day, PO Box 400603, 
Cambridge, MA 02140/ johnbrownday 
@hotmail.com. WEST COAST, John Brown 
Day, PO Box 24869, Oakland, CA 94623, 
johnbrownday@amandla.org 



|Cop killings,|| 


Continued from page 1 

those who own capital. The history of labor in 
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If the task of the nineteenth century was to 
overthrow slavery, and the task of the 
twentieth century was to end legal 
segregation, the key to solving this country’s 
problems in the twenty-first century is to 
abolish the white race as a social category -in 
other words, eradicate white supremacy 
entirely. 

John Brown represents the abolitionist 
cause. Nominally white, he made war against 
slavery, working closely with black people. 
Those who think it saner to collaborate with 
evil than to resist it have labeled him a madman, 
but it was not for his madness that he was 
hanged; no, it was for obeying the biblical 
injunction to remember them that are in bonds 
as bound with them. For those who suffer 
directly from white supremacy, John Brown is 
a high point in a centuries-long history of 
resistance; for so-called whites he is the hope 


that they can step outside of their color and 
take part in building a new human community. 

John Brown’s body lies a-mould’rin’ in the 
grave, but his soul calls out to the living. He is 
buried alongside family members and 
comrades-at-arms near North Elba, New York, 
in the beautiful Adirondack Mountains, which he 
often said had been placed there to serve the 
emancipation of the American slave. For many 
years African Americans and others 
celebrated May 9th, the anniv^rseary of his 
birth, by gathering at his gravesite. We call 
upon those who share the vision of a country 
without racial walls to join hands there on that 
date in 1999—his one hundred ninety-ninth 
year-to honor his memory and the memory of 
the others, black and white, who fought 
alongside him, and to rededicate ourselves to 
the fulfillment of the tasks for which they laid 
down their lives. 


1999 PRIMATE FREEDOM TOU 


The 1999 Primate Freedom tour is a three 
month caravan across the United States 
against primate experimentation. Stopping at 
the seven regional primate research centers in 
addition to a variety of other primate research 
facilities, the 1999 tour will consist of 
educational activities including teach-ins, 
protests, vigils, and more. 

The tour will stop at the California Regional 
Primate Research Center at Davis, Calif. June 
11-14, in Beaverton, Oregon June 6-9, in 
Seattle June 1-4, and across the us at Mesa, 
Az, San Antonio, TX, Mobile, AL, Atlanta, GA, 
Columbus, OH, Madison, Wl, Ann Arbor, Ml, 
Pittsburgh, Baltimore and Bethesda, among 
other places. 



Your involvement is crucial for the tour to 
reach its full potential You can order 
materials from the address below and 
distribute them in your community. 

If you live in ah area where the Primate 
Freedom Tour will be stopping, contact the 
Coalition to End Primate Experimentation to 
connect with others in your area. The tour is 
also seeking donations of camping equipment, 
vegan food, buses, vans, cars, laptop 
computers, performers, musicians and artists. 
The tour is also looking for fundraising help. 

To get involved, contact CEPE at PO Box 
34293, Washington, DC 20043, 888-391- 
8948, CEPEmail@yahoo.com. 


John Brown Day ‘99 will be a day of ritual, 
reflection, remembrance, and renewal. 

For further information, contact: EAST 
COAST, John Brown Day, PO Box 400603, 
Cambridge, MA 02140/ johnbrownday 
©hotmail.com. WEST COAST, John Brown 
Day, PO Box 24869, Oakland, CA 94623, 
johnbrownday@amandla.org 
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those who own capital. The history of labor in 
this country is splattered by the blood of 
trade unionists who were beaten, shot and 
crushed to the earth for striking against the 
trusts, combinations, and megacorporations 
of capital. Who did the beating? The 
shooting? The crushing? The cops, who served 
the interests of a state that declared, as did 
the Supreme Court, that unions were “criminal 
conspiracies", and that “The Constitution was. 
. . based upon the concept that the 
fundamental private rights of property are 
anterior to government and morally beyond 
the reach of popular majorities”. 

Capital’s voice (the media) and their agents 
(the politicians) unite in a chorus of support 
for their legalized killers, who bomb babies 
with impunity (remember May 13, 1985 - 
Philadelphia), who shoot unarmed kids in their 
cars, and unarmed African emigrants, whose 
only capital crime is being Black in modern-day 
America. 

This legalized violence that they do daily 
proves that violence is not a problem to the 
system - when it is theirs against the people. 

This awful crime must cease. 








































e 12 

•Slingshot* Spring 1999Jg:j::;;: 


iilBiP 




_ 




mnehaha Free State vs. the Police State 


Continued from page 3 

for a free store in order to distribute the 
goods, and occupants shared labor and food in 
the free kitchen. Late-season victory gardens 
replaced neatly mowed lawns. 

Soon the occupation became a cultural 
center in the Twin Cities. A stage was erected 
to host open-mike coffeehouses. The Critical 
Mass bike ride made a point of swinging by on 
its monthly routes. Sweats and other Native 
American ceremonies were held regularly. Over 
500 people attended a pow-wow where it was 
heartwarming to watch scores of families 
walking past “NO TRESPASSING" signs as if 
they didn’t even notice them. Our 
“diggeresque” presence on state-acquired 
land challenged the very notion that land can be 
owned at all, especially in light of the fact that 
half our camp was comprised of American 
Indians, from whom all land on this continent 
was stolen in the first place. 

The encampment resurrected a repressed 
collective memory. On two occasions I observed 
passerby commenting, “This reminds me of the 
Peoples Park in Berkeley.” Behind the scenes 
of a political struggle, we were experimenting 
with an alternative way of living and 
structuring society. We practiced consensus 
decision-making, out of which came the 
Minnehaha declaration: 

• We came here on August 10th, 1998 to 
protect Minneapolis Green Spaces and to Stop 
the Reroute of HWY 55 through Minnehaha 
park. 

• We established the Free State on the 
principles of nonviolence and group consensus. 

• We demand that HWY 55 not be rerouted 
through the park and that any “safety 
improvements" do not increase the road 
capacity. More road capacity only increases 
traffic without reducing congestion. We must 
end our addiction to cars. 

• \A/o rtamanH tho nrocpruatinn nf all current 


when it decided to play a waiting game with us, 
in hopes that we would fade away. This gave us 
the opportunity to escalate the campaign 
through banner drops, rallies, door to door 
outreach and even a hunger strike, and most 
importantly this gave us the time we needed to 
build a stronger and wider movement to stop 
this ever-increasingly unpopular road project. 

The urban setting gave Earth First! an 
opportunity to unite with other revolutionary 
struggles. The Free State regularly sent large 
contingents to Free Mumia protests, anti¬ 
police brutality marches, and rallies and civil 
disobedience to end the bombing and sanctions 
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SAVE MINNEHAHA PARK 
SAVE THE OAKS 
SAVE THE HOMES 
SAVE CAMP COLDWATEX 


against Iraq. As a result, many of the people 
fighting for these causes were drawn into the 
campaign to stop the reroute. And as a result 
of Earth First! taking on a fairly mainstream 
community's struggle, many seemingly extreme 
tactics were taken out of the fringe—while 
not compromising Earth First! principles. 
Entire elementary school classes would tour 


communities. As a result, we faced harsh 
repression. The behavior displayed by police 
during the first raid (on October 14 to shut 
off the houses’ utilities), though brutal, was 
only a taste of things to come. Thereafter we 
would be heavily infiltrated by provocateurs 
and informants. And finally, in the cold pre¬ 
dawn hours of December 20, though not 
officially declared, martial law was 
implemented. 

I have been involved in multi-issue activism 
and nonviolent resistance to social, economic, 
political, and ecological injustices for several 
years now. I’ve encountered the occasional 
overzealous police officer, but never have I 
encountered anything like what I experienced 
on that December night. The torture of the 
tear gas had already taken its toll on my 
roommate and me when we locked down to the 
cement-filled fireplace in the basement. 
Immediately thereafter we heard what 
sounded like ten or more troopers storming 
down the stairs. The walls shook violently as 
they tried to ram down the wall. Frightened 
voices angrily shouted, “Come out 
NOW!!!...You’d better come out NOW!!!... You’d 
better not have any weapons in there!... You’d 
better have your hands up when we break this 
wall down cause we’ve got our guns drawn!" 
The room was dimly lit, and my partner and I 
felt we were in serious danger of getting shot 
once the wall came down. We attempted once 
more, in our pathetic crying voices (from the 
tear gas), to explain to the police (who should 
have known) that we were nonviolent. We then 
unlocked and came out of the room very slowly 
and very cautiously, to find laser scopes 
pinpointed on us. Once in custody the troopers 
immediately demanded, “Where are the booby- 
traps?" and “Where are the weapons?". 

Usually officers are trained on how to handle 
nonviolent demonstrators. Usually they are 
somewhat embarrassed at worst—never 


restrr n violent criminals, and never as a pain 
compliance tool, in late 1997 California police 
began using it as such against nonviolent Earth 
First! protesters. The four young women who 
were tortured with pepper spray (in order to 
force them to abandon an office occupation 
against Pacific Lumber) had their excessive 
force lawsuit thrown out just days before the 
raid on the Minnehaha Free State. Minnesota 
state troopers were acting on a national 
precedent, but they took it even one step 
further, using pepper gel on some protesters 
not only as a way to get them to unlock, but 
even after they were handcuffed and in 
custody. The perpetrators of this torture 
can’t possibly offer any justification for these 
acts, and probably they won’t have to because, 
unlike the California case where the whole 
scene was videotaped, in Minnesota they 
barred the press entirely from the raid. 
Independent press corps journalist Dick 
Bancroft was actually arrested. His camera 
was confiscated, and when it was returned, his 
film, which had captured the illegal destruction 
of AIM’s sacred drum, was missing. 

Though the state put us through a living hell, 
and tried to break our spirits, and though the 

houses were demolished within hours of the 
raid, still the old growth oak savanna, the cold 
water spring and the sacred sites remain, and 
the campaign to stop the reroute continues. 
Only days after the raid, protesters returned 
to the corridor with tipis, buses, tree sits, and 
other various structures. Complaints and 
lawsuits—concerning the violations of 
constitutional and human rights by police 
during the raid—are underway. Also a judge 
recently ordered MnDOT to undergo federal 
mediation with the Mendota and other signers 
of one lawsuit. Minnehaha Uber Alles! 

To help, contact Governor Jesse Ventura at 
State Capitol, 175 Constitutional Ave., St. 
Paul. MN 55155: 651-296-3391. and suaaest 
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Mass bike ride made a point of swinging by on 
its monthly routes. Sweats and other Native 
American ceremonies were held regularly. Over 
500 people attended a pow-wow where it was 
heartwarming to watch scores of families 
walking past “NO TRESPASSING” signs as if 
they didn’t even notice them. Our 
“diggeresque” presence on state-acquired 
land challenged the very notion that land can be 
owned at all, especially in light of the fact that 
half our camp was comprised of American 
Indians, from whom all land on this continent 
was stolen in the first place. 

The encampment resurrected a repressed 
collective memory. On two occasions I observed 
passeiby commenting, “This reminds me of the 
Peoples Park in Berkeley.” Behind the scenes 
of a political struggle, we were experimenting 
with an alternative way of living and 
structuring society. We practiced consensus 
decision-making, out of which came the 
Minnehaha declaration: 

• We came here on August 10th, 1998 to 
protect Minneapolis Green Spaces and to Stop 
the Reroute of HWY 55 through Minnehaha 
park. 

• We established the Free State on the 
principles of nonviolence and group consensus. 

• We demand that HWY 55 not be rerouted 
through the park and that any “safety 
improvements” do not increase the road 
capacity. More road capacity only increases 
traffic without reducing congestion. We must 
end our addiction to cars. 

• We demand the preservation of all current 
green space. 

• We demand the recognition as a sovereign 
community the Mendota Mdewakanton Dakota. 

• We support the demand of the Mendota 
Mdewankanton Dakota for the repatriation of 
their land as laid out in the Act of Congress of 
1863. 

• We will not voluntarily leave this site until 
the rerouting of HWY 55 is canceled, the 
Mendota Mdewakanton Dakota community 
recognized as sovereign, and all land claims are 
upheld. 

MnDOT made a gigantic tactical mistake 
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The urban setting gave Earth First! an 
opportunity to unite with other revolutionary 
struggles. The Free State regularly sent large 
contingents to Free Mumia protests, anti¬ 
police brutality marches, and rallies and civil 
disobedience to end the bombing and sanctions 
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against Iraq. As a result, many of the people 
fighting for these causes were drawn into the 
campaign to stop the reroute. And as a result 
of Earth First! taking on a fairly mainstream 
community’s struggle, many seemingly extreme 
tactics were taken out of the fringe—while 
not compromising Earth First! principles. 
Entire elementary school classes would tour 
the encampment, learning not only how to 
lockdown to a tripod or concrete barrel, but 
also why someone might do such a thing. 

The powers that be want Earth First! to be 
in the fringe. The powers that be want 
movements like Earth First! and AIM to be 
unable to work together. The powers that be 
want communities to be dysfunctional, unable 
to organize against unpopular projects. In 
short, the powers that be want to continue as 
the powers that be, and are therefore 
strategically opposed to the empowerment of 
people and communities. In the Minnehaha 
bioregion, we began to effectively empower 


officially declared, martial law was 
implemented. 

I have been involved in multi-issue activism 
and nonviolent resistance to social, economic, 
political, and ecological injustices for several 
years now. I’ve encountered the occasional 
overzealous police officer, but never have I 
encountered anything like what I experienced 
on that December night. The torture of the 
tear gas had already taken its toll on my 
roommate and me when we locked down to the 
cement-filled fireplace in the basement. 
Immediately thereafter we heard what 
sounded like ten or more troopers storming 
down the stairs. The walls shook violently as 
they tried to ram down the wall. Frightened 
voices angrily shouted, “Come out 
NOW!!!...You’d better come out NOW!!!... You’d 
better not have any weapons in there!... You’d 
better have your hands up when we break this 
wall down cause we’ve got our guns drawn!” 
The room was dimly lit, and my partner and I 
felt we were in serious danger of getting shot 
once the wall came down. We attempted once 
more, in our pathetic crying voices (from the 
tear gas), to explain to the police (who should 
have known) that we were nonviolent. We then 
unlocked and came out of the room very slowly 
and very cautiously, to find laser scopes 
pinpointed on us. Once in custody the troopers 
immediately demanded, “Where are the booby- 
traps?" and “Where are the weapons?”. 

Usually officers are trained on how to handle 
nonviolent demonstrators. Usually they are 
somewhat embarrassed at worst—never 
frightened. There was no reason to be 
frightened, unless they were purposefully 
being misinformed by superiors, which it seems 
was the case. I don’t care to speculate about 
the motive behind disseminating such dis¬ 
information, but people could have been killed, 
and many people were hurt badly, and this was 
the most horrible night of my life. Yet I was 
treated better than many of my friends, some 
of whom were beaten and/or had pepper spray 
gel rubbed directly in their eyes and mouths in 
order to get them to unlock. 

Though the manufacturers of pepper spray 
say explicitly that it should only be used to 


raid on the Minnehaha Free State. Minnesota 
state troopers were acting on a national 
precedent, but they took it even one step 
further, using pepper gel on some protesters 
not only as a way to get them to unlock, but 
even after they were handcuffed and in 
custody.. The perpetrators of this torture 
can’t possibly offer any justification for these 
acts, and probably they won’t have to because, 
unlike the California case where the whole 
scene was videotaped, in Minnesota they 
barred the press entirely from the raid. 
Independent press corps journalist Dick 
Bancroft was actually arrested. His camera 
was confiscated, and when it was returned, his 
film, which had captured the illegal destruction 
of AIM’s sacred drum, was missing. 

Though the state put us through a living hell, 
and tried to break our spirits, and though the 

houses were demolished within hours of the 
raid, still the old growth oak savanna, the cold 
water spring and the sacred sites remain, and 
the campaign to stop the reroute continues. 
Only days after the raid, protesters returned 
to the corridor with tipis, buses, tree sits, and 
other various structures. Complaints and 
lawsuits—concerning the violations of 
constitutional and human rights by police 
during the raid—are underway. Also a judge 
recently ordered MnDOT to undergo federal 
mediation with the Mendota and other signers 
of one lawsuit. Minnehaha Uber Alles! 

To help, contact Governor Jesse Ventura at 
State Capitol, 175 Constitutional Ave., St. 
Paul, MN 55155; 651-296-3391, and suggest 
he cancel this highway project. Contact police 
chief Robert Olson at 350 5th St., 
Minneapolis, MN 55415; 612-673-3383, and 
ask him what's up with his decision to use 
pepper-gel? Contact MnDOT Commisioner 
Elwin Tinklenberg at 395 John Ireland Blvd., 
St. Paul, MN 55155; 651-296-3000 and ask 
him who really thinks ifs a good idea to pave a 
sacred site of inestimable environmental and 
cultural value? We also need lots of money to 
help with huge legal costs and continued 
actions against HWY 55. Send donations c/o 
Big Woods EFI, POB 580936, Minneapolis, MN 
55485. 
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• We support the demand of the Mendota 
Mdewankanton Dakota for the repatriation of 
their land as laid out in the Act of Congress of 
1863. 

• We will not voluntarily leave this site until 
the rerouting of HWY 55 is canceled, the 
Mendota Mdewakanton Dakota community 
recognized as sovereign, and all land claims are 
upheld. 

MnDOT made a gigantic tactical mistake 
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movements like Earth First! and AIM to be 
unable to work together. The powers that be 
want communities to be dysfunctional, unable 
to organize against unpopular projects. In 
short, the powers that be want to continue as 
the powers that be, and are therefore 
strategically opposed to the empowerment of 
people and communities. In the Minnehaha 
bioregion, we began to effectively empower 


the motive behind disseminating such dis¬ 
information, but people could have been killed, 
and many people were hurt badly, and this was 
the most horrible night of my life. Yet I was 
treated better than many of my friends, some 
of whom were beaten and/or had pepper spray 
gel rubbed directly in their eyes and mouths in 
order to get them to unlock. 

Though the manufacturers of pepper spray 
say explicitly that it should only be used to 
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pepper-gel? Contact MnDOT Commisioner 
Elwin Tinklenberg at 395 John Ireland Blvd., 
St. Paul, MN 55155; 651-296-3000 and ask 
him who really thinks ifs a good idea to pave a 
sacred site of inestimable environmental and 
cultural value? We also need lots of money to 
help with huge legal costs and continued 
actions against HWY 55. Send donations c/o 
Big Woods EFI, POB 580936, Minneapolis, MN 
55485. 
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movement to save Jamal. In Italy and France, 
national labor federations took up his cause. 
Journalist unions throughout the world 
weighed in for their fellow writer. 

On November 2, 1998 the National 
Association of Broadcast Employees and 
Technicians (NABET), who had been working 
without a contract for over a year and a half, 
went on a one-day strike against the American 
Broadcasting Corporation (ABC), which is 
owned by the Walt Disney Inc. The next day 
they were locked out for three months by 
ABC-TV. During this time, Mumia Abu-Jamal 
refused to allow a scab ABC crew to interview 
him, this in turn has lead to many unions opening 
their doors to Jamal supporters and many 
unions passing resolutions in support of 
Jamal’s principled stand and his cause. 
Already, labor councils in Alameda, San 
Francisco, and Seattle, just to name a few, 
have passed resolutions calling for a new trial 
for Jamal. To help turn these resolutions into 
concrete actions, a Labor Action Committee 
has been foimed in the Bay Area, composed of 
class conscious and active trade unionists. 

Members of the Bay Area Peace and 
Freedom Party have organized and 
participated in community outreach programs 
so that people who have never heard of Mumia 
Abu-Jamal can become familiar with his case: 
they helped plan and organize the December 
12, 1998 “Free Mumia" march and rally in 
Oakland, which was attended by over 1,000 
participants . Recently, members of the Peace 


and Freedom Party were asked to speak at a 
number of churches in the Bay Area about 
Mumia’scase. 

Alexander Zharikov, General Secretary of 
the World Federation of Trade Unions, wrote 
February 19, 1999: “The WFTU fully 
supports the call for national and international 
actions on April 24, 1999 around the two 
central demands: (1) Stop the Execution of 
Mumia Abu-Jamal and (2) Fora Fair Trial Now! 

‘The WFTU will mobilize its affiliates and 
associates in 130 countries in this campaign..." 

When the Oakland teachers union, the 
Oakland Educational Association, voted to hold 
a Teach-In about Mumia Abu-Jamal and the 
Death Penalty there was considerable 
controversy. The event drew criticism from a 
member of the Oakland School Board, Noel 
Gallo and Oakland NAACP President, Shannon 
Reeves, a staunch Republican. They both 
argued that the Mumia Teach-In would divert 
students from their academics studies. Union 
members argued that a study of Mumia Abu- 
Jamal’s case in particular, and the death 
penalty and judicial system in general would 
only enhance the academic skills of the 
students. 

Then, just days before the teach-in, an 
Oakland police officer was shot and killed. 
Oakland Police Chief Samuels and City 
Manager Robert Bobb et al, with the help of 
the media, began to systematically propagate 
the “bright idea" that if Oakland teachers 
went ahead with their teach-in, it would be an 


act of disrespect toward the slain cop’s 
family. Despite this cynical attempt to derail 
this important event, the Oakland teachers 
voted to go ahead with the Teach-In and 
successfully carried it through. This was a 
victory for movement to Free Mumia Abu- 
Jamal. 

In addition, the public debate generated by 
this ill-fated attempt to prevent the youth of 
Oakland from learning about this vital issue has 
turned Mumia Abu-Jamal into a household 
phrase. For nearly two weeks, articles about 
the Teach-In could be found in the pages of the 
local and national press. 

Similarly the forces of reaction got egg in 
their faces (and considerable publicity for 
Jamal’s cause) when they tried, in vain(!), to 
stop the benefit concert for Jamal put on by 
Rage Against the Machine. 

Why is it that the authorities in Oakland and 
elsewhere in America don’t want young people, 
or any people for that matter, to learn about 
the case of Mumia Abu-Jamal? 

For the past two decades the American 
ruling class has increased the exploitation of 
the working class and cut back all social 
programs that helped the poor. Therefore, the 
powers that be clearly understand that they 
are sitting on top of some very unhappy 
campers. They live in fear that a spark of 
social protest could start a social explosion. 
That is why they have vastly increased the 
powers of state repression, including frame- 
ups. 


At the same time, the ruling class recognizes 
the need to maintain the illusions that the 
judicial system—the cops, courts, and 
prisons—are neutral and fair. They know and 
fear that the illusions in their judicial system 
are being threatened by the fact that more 
and more people are finding out about Mumia’s 
case. The ultimate injustice! They know that if 
we study and understand what happened to 
Mumia we will better understand how this 
system really works, who it works for—and 
who it doesn’t work for. 

Mumia Abu-Jamal’s case is an indictment of 
the system. That’s why the powers that be 
don’t want the people to know about him. 

Nonetheless, Mumia continues to speak out 
against injustice from inside prison walls, 
despite efforts by the Philadelphia Police and 
the national Fraternal Order of Police to stop 
him. Ironically, years after Mumia began to 
speak out against the Philly police, the U.S. 
Justice Department was compelled to 
investigate and prosecute elements of the 
department for brutality and corruption, 
resulting in the imprisonment of a number of 
cops (including the officer in charge the night 
Jamal was arrested) and the release of many 
of their frame-up victims. It is not likely that 
Jamal will be released in this manner. It is up to 
us to build a movement so powerful that the 
political price will be too high for the American 
rulers to execute this innocent man. 

FREE MUMIA ABU-JAMAL! 
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Marines invade Oakland I 


Continued from page 1 

practice “counter-terrorist” tactics. These 
may secretly be for use on US soil. During 
Urban Warrior, the Marines will test “non- 
lethal" riot control gear and in other wargames 
over the last two years, the Marines have 
tested drones that can drop smoke or pepper 
spray for crowd control. 

In similar war games taking place in 
Monterey on March 13, local students will play 
“urban terrorists." “We will eliminate the 
terrorist threat and we will simulate the 
release of biological and chemical weapons of 
mass destruction, in this case something like 
anthrax, although it will actually just be water,” 
said Marine Lieutenant Colonel Gary Schenkel. 

It doesn’t take much stretch of the 
imagination to realize that crowd control and 
“counter-terrorism” tactics designed for 
overseas urban areas are also highly useful to 
suppress political dissent or riots here at 
home. Perhaps it is no accident that Urban 
Warrior will be conducted in Oakland, where 
grinding poverty make future riots likely. 
Similar urban wargames conducted by the 
Marine Warfighting Lab over the last two 
years have been in Chicago, New York, 
Charleston, NC and Jacksonville, FL, all cities 
with large poor and non-white populations. 


As to training to fight “terrorism", one 
side’s terrorist is another’s freedom fighter. 
Earth First! and other non-violent groups in 
the US have been termed “terrorist” by right- 
wing bureaucrats and corporations threatened 
by protests. 

Whether the Marines are training to 
suppress people’s movements overseas or at 
home, the Marines serve a single master: US 
corporate capitalism. The military and the 
government, observing the growing problems 
of global poverty and urban desperation, are 
more interested in learning how to kill the 
urban masses than feed them, because US 
corporate interests require global urban 
poverty to more effectively extract cheap 
labor for overseas production. 

Even putting aside the geo-political 
implications of a well-trained Marine Corps 
fighting “insurgents" in “dense urban 
neighborhoods”, Urban Warrior is terrible for 
the City of Oakland. In a city ravaged with 
street violence, the wargame teaches the 
“government approved" way to solve 
problems. As one anti-Marine flyer put it “A 
Marine invasion, guns ablazing, is a poor 
example for communities like ours struggling 
to rid themselves of violence." 

The military exercise and the exposition at 


Jack London Square following it appear 
designed as a propaganda blitz in favor of 
bloated military budgets. Further, at a time 
when the military sen/ices are having difficulty 
meeting their quotas with voluntarily 
recruiting, the wargames are designed to 
attract disadvantaged Oaklanders into the 
services. 

Oakland Mayor Jerry Brown and Alameda 
Mayor Ralph Appazzetto have welcomed the 
Marines with open arms (and without any 
public notice, discussion or democratic 
process), “drooling at the Marines’ bizarre 
promise to spend $4.5 million on shopping while 
they are here” according to one flyer. Each of 
the 6,000 Marines would have to spend $750 
during their brief stay in Oakland to drop $4.5 
million on the local economy, which seems 
unlikely given that they won’t have to pay for 
lodging or food. 

Given the massive annual flow of money from 
Oakland to Washington to fund the $300 
billion plus military budget, maybe Mayor 
Brown should try fighting to reduce useless 
military expenditures so a few crumbs can be 
sent to Oakland, not blindly supporting the 
900 pound gorilla. One of the few ways a 
Marine might spend $750 in 4 days is on 


Brown and his rationale for supporting 
“Urban Warrior'’. 

Oakland residents have already held one 
protest against the wargames, and others are 
planned. Some creative souls have suggested 
huge toddler birthday parties on the beach 
prior to the invasion, or topless swimming to 
distract the marines as they come ashore. 
Another idea is to assist the marines in their 
simulated urban warfare by creating massive 
traffic jams around the exercises, such as 
those that would surely result from any 
invasion. One action group plans to confront 
Mayor Brown at all of his public appearances 
and drown out his public addresses with a 
recording of The Marine Hymn. Other creative 
ideas are of course welcome during the 
occupation. 

What You Can Do 

Contact the Ad Hoc Coalition to Stop the 
Urban Warriors at 510-654-5628 or the 
Coalition Against Urban Warfare at 510- 
834-2630 for more information. Protests 
against Urban Warrior are scheduled for the 
week of March 15-21, possibly including a 
protest of the landing and another at Jack 
London Square to protest the exposition of 
military hardware there that will follow the 
wargames. 



Circumcision: cut it out! 


by Jessie McCloud 

We are justly outraged at the continuing 
practice of female circumcision throughout the 
world. But how many people seriously consider 
the harm caused by male circumcision, almost 
universally performed in America? We think of 
ourselves today as sexually liberated — after 
all. we are a country that can openly talk of our 


Evidence suggests that male circumcision is 
no small thing. In an unciicumcised penis, the 
foreskin shields the sensitive glans (tip) from 
irritation of any kind: against fabric and 
diapers, or possible infection from urine and 
feces. The foreskin has specialized nerve 
endings that enhance sexual pleasure. It also 
secretes a substance that keeps the plans 


home a plastic thing on his penis). 

Although current procedures are safer than 
cauterization, sometimes disfigurement, injury, 
and, in rare cases, death may result. Even a 
successful circumcision may be uncomfortable 
or dangerous to the baby. The raw, open 
wound where the foreskin was attached to the 

penis is subject to infection from 




















overseas urban areas are also highly useful to 
suppress political dissent or riots here at 
home. Perhaps it is no accident that Urban 
Warrior will be conducted in Oakland, where 
grinding poverty make future riots likely. 
Similar urban wargames conducted by the 
Marine Warfighting Lab over the last two 
years have been in Chicago, New York, 
Charleston, NC and Jacksonville, FL, all cities 
with large poor and non-white populations. 


fighting “insurgents” in “dense urban 
neighborhoods”, Urban Warrior is terrible for 
the City of Oakland. In a city ravaged with 
street violence, the wargame teaches the 
“government approved” way to solve 
problems. As one anti-Marine flyer put it “A 
Marine invasion, guns ablazing, is a poor 
example for communities like ours struggling 
to rid themselves of violence.” 

The military exercise and the exposition at 
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lodging or food. 

Given the massive annual flow of money from 
Oakland to Washington to fund the $300 
billion plus military budget, maybe Mayor 
Brown should try fighting to reduce useless 
military expenditures so a few crumbs can be 
sent to Oakland, not blindly supporting the 
900 pound gorilla. One of the few ways a 
Marine might spend $750 in 4 days is on 
prostitution, which brings to mind Mayor 
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Contact the Ad Hoc Coalition to Stop the 
Urban Warriors at 510-654-5628 or the 
Coalition Against Urban Warfare at 510- 
834-2630 for more information. Protests 
against Urban Warrior are scheduled for the 
week of March 15-21, possibly including a 
protest of the landing and another at Jack 
London Square to protest the exposition of 
military hardware there that will follow the 
wargames. 


Circumcision: cut It out! 


by Jessie McCloud 

We are justly outraged at the continuing 
practice of female circumcision throughout the 
world. But how many people seriously consider 
the harm caused by male circumcision, almost 
universally performed in America? We think of 
ourselves today as sexually liberated — after 
all, we are a country that can openly talk of our 
President's sexual liaisons, right? However, I 
doubt that among the identifying features of 
Clinton's penis, according to Paula Jones, was 
the fact that he is uncircumcised. If it is, it 
certainly would be unusual, because almost all 
American men are circumcised. Could it be a 
sign of our secret sexual repression that no 
one discusses the sexual mutilation of infant 
boys in a common procedure called male 
circumcision? 

Our attention is rightly drawn to female 
circumcision. An estimated 70 to 90 percent 
of Egyptian women have had their genitals 
mutilated in the various practices known as 
female circumcision. Women in Egypt and other 
parts of Africa and the Middle East are 
mutilated "for cleanliness" and to control their 
sexuality. Mutilated girls and women suffer 
dire physical and psychological consequences. 
Bleeding, infection and even death can occur 
after the surgical procedures in which the 
clitoris may be removed, or the clitoris along 
with the labia minora and/or labia majora. 
Oftentimes, instruments are not sterilized and 
no anesthetic is given the female child during 
the procedure. The remaining skin around the 
vagina is often sewn up, leaving only a small 
opening, and must be reopened in adulthood to 
allow the woman to give birth. Barbaric isn't 
it? 


Evidence suggests that male circumcision is 
no small thing. In an uncircumcised penis, the 
foreskin shields the sensitive glans (tip) from 
irritation of any kind: against fabric and 
diapers, or possible infection from urine and 
feces. The foreskin has specialized nerve 
endings that enhance sexual pleasure. It also 
secretes a substance that keeps the glans 
lubricated and protects the glans from 
trauma and injury. Without this covering the 
glans penis can become dry, callused and 
desensitized from exposure and chafing. 
Contrary to popular belief, the uncircumcised 
foreskin needs no special attention or cleaning 
in infancy. Later in childhood, the boy child may 
wash the penis and foreskin with soap and 
water just as easily as without a foreskin. 

In circumcision the foreskin, the natural 
sheath of skin which covers the penis, is 
removed in a surgical procedure often done in 
the hospital within 24 hours after the baby is 
bom, or in an outpatient operation shortly 
after birth. A cauterizing needle used to be 
used to remove the foreskin, and there were 
cases of infant penises being accidentally 
burned off in this procedure. There are a few 
different procedures that are used today, one 
done with a Gomco clamp, another done with a 
plastibell instrument (the boy baby wears 


home a plastic thing on his penis). 

Although current procedures are safer than 
cauterization, sometimes disfigurement, injury, 
and, in rare cases, death may result. Even a 
successful circumcision may be uncomfortable 
or dangerous to the baby. The raw, open 
wound where the foreskin was attached to the 
penis is subject to infection from exposure to 
urine and excrement while the cut heals. 
Hemorrhage (excessive bleeding) and pain, 
ulceration, urinary retention, swelling, skin 
loss, and deformities of the glans and urethral 
opening can also result from current methods. 

Oftentimes anesthesia (pain medication) is 
not used on the baby, and if it is there can be 
complications from its use. The pain of the 
procedure and its aftereffects even if 
anesthesia is used may traumatize the baby. 
Painful erections may be a consequence of 
circumcision, and sometimes skin grafts may 
be necessary. And the long term effects of 
desensitization cannot be ignored. All this for 
a procedure that is not even medically 
necessary! 

Although circumcision started as a Jewish 
ritual, it became adapted into the mainstream 
population in the Victorian age in the late 19th 
century as a way to discourage masturbation 
and to curb sexual promiscuity among males. In 



1900 the editor of Medical News declared: 
"Circumcision probably tends to increase the 
power of sexual control. The only physiological 
advantage which the prepuce [foreskin] can be 
supposed to confer is that of maintaining the 
penis in a condition susceptible to more acute 
sensation than would otherwise exist. It may 
increase the pleasure of intercourse and the 
impulse to it: but these are advantages which 
in the present state of society can well be 
spared. If in their loss increase in sexual 
control should result, one should be thankful." 

In 1929, R.W. Cockshut wrote in the British 
Medical Journal: "I suggest that r all male 
children should be circumcised. This is 'against 
nature', but that is exactly the reason why it 
should be done. Nature intends that the 
adolescent male shall copulate as often and as 
Dromiscuouslv as Dossible. and to that end 
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Clinton's penis, according to Paula Jones, was 
the fact that he is uncircumcised. If it is, it 
certainly would be unusual, because almost all 
American men are circumcised. Could it be a 
sign of our secret sexual repression that no 
one discusses the sexual mutilation of infant 
boys in a common procedure called male 
circumcision? 

Our attention is rightly drawn to female 
circumcision. An estimated 70 to 90 percent 
of Egyptian women have had their genitals 
mutilated in the various practices known as 
female circumcision. Women in Egypt and other 
parts of Africa and the Middle East are 
mutilated "for cleanliness" and to control their 
sexuality. Mutilated girls and women suffer 
dire physical and psychological consequences. 
Bleeding, infection and even death can occur 
after the surgical procedures in which the 
clitoris may be removed, or the clitoris along 
with the labia minora and/or labia majora. 
Oftentimes, instruments are not sterilized and 
no anesthetic is given the female child during 
the procedure. The remaining skin around the 
vagina is often sewn up, leaving only a small 
opening, and must be reopened in adulthood to 
allow the woman to give birth. Barbaric isn't 
it? 

Yet here in the United States, most baby 
boys are circumcised for equally frivolous 
reasons. According to some parents and 
doctors, it is "cleaner" not to have to woriy 
about the foreskin, or a circumcised penis "is 
the way it's supposed to look." They ‘don't 
want their boy to be different." The father 
himself may say, "It was done to me, so it will 
be done to him." Has anyone ever thought to 
ask the baby what he would like done? 

One of Canada's leading ethicists says that 
circumcision of baby boys is technically 
criminal assault and that doctors should stop 
circumcising babies. "It is a bodily wounding on 
a tiny infant that has given no consent itself, 
and it is not... medically necessary," asserts 
Dr. Margaret Summerville, founding director 
of the McGill Center for Medicine, Ethics and 
Law. In fact, the American Academy of 
Pediatricians decided in 1971 "There are no 
absolute indications for routine neonatal 
[newborn] circumcision." Why are these 
surgical procedures still done then on mostly 
newborn boys? 
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glans penis can become dry, callused and 
desensitized from exposure and chafing. 
Contrary to popular belief, the uncircumcised 
foreskin needs no special attention or cleaning 
in infancy. Later in childhood, the boy child may 
wash the penis and foreskin with soap and 
water just as easily as without a foreskin. 

In circumcision the foreskin, the natural 
sheath of skin which covers the penis, is 
removed in a surgical procedure often done in 
the hospital within 24 hours after the baby is 
bom, or in an outpatient operation shortly 
after birth. A cauterizing needle used to be 
used to remove the foreskin, and there were 
cases of infant penises being accidentally 
burned off in this procedure. There are a few 
different procedures that are used today, one 
done with a Gomco clamp, another done with a 
plastibell instrument (the boy baby wears 
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ulceration, urinary retention, swelling, skin 
loss, and deformities of the glans and urethral 
opening can also result from current methods. 

Oftentimes anesthesia (pain medication) is 
not used on the baby, and if it is there can be 
complications from its use. The pain of the 
procedure and its aftereffects even if 
anesthesia is used may traumatize the baby. 
Painful erections may be a consequence of 
circumcision, and sometimes skin grafts may 
be necessary. And the long term effects of 
desensitization cannot be ignored. All this for 
a procedure that is not even medically 
necessary! 

Although circumcision started as a Jewish 
ritual, it became adapted into the mainstream 
population in the Victorian age in the late 19th 
century as a way to discourage masturbation 
and to curb sexual promiscuity among males. In 



1900 the editor of Medical News declared: 
"Circumcision probably tends to increase the 
power of sexual control. The only physiological 
advantage which the prepuce [foreskin] can be 
supposed to confer is that of maintaining the 
penis in a condition susceptible to more acute 
sensation than would otherwise exist. It may 
increase the pleasure of intercourse and the 
impulse to it: but these are advantages which 
in the present state of society can well be 
spared. If in their loss increase in sexual 
control should result, one should be thankful." 

In 1929, R.W. Cockshut wrote in the British 
Medical Journal: "I suggest that'all male 
children should be circumcised. This is 'against 
nature', but that is exactly the reason why it 
should be done. Nature intends that the 
adolescent male shall copulate as often and as 
promiscuously as possible, and to that end 
covers the sensitive glans so that it shall be 
ever ready to receive stimuli. Civilization, on 
the contrary, requires chastity, and the glans 
of the circumcised penis rapidly assumes a 
leathery texture less sensitive than skin. Thus 
the adolescent has his attention drawn to his 
penis much less often. I am convinced that 
masturbation is much less common in the 
circumcised. With these considerations in view, 
it does not seem apt to argue that 'God knows 
best how to make little boys'." 

Just because past generations of American 
men have been mutilated, let's not keep this 
unnecessary practice up. If you ARE led to 
perform circumcision for a religious reason, 
could another ritual, like a blessing, be 
performed instead? Are we really more 
enlightened than those who practice or 
tolerate female circumcision in allowing male 
circumcision for sanitary or aesthetic 
reasons? 

For more information, contact the National 
Organization of Circumcision Information at 
415 488-9883, or www.nocirc.org. 
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Afte^ears of civil disobedience, the FCC is set to legalize low power stations; 
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Will 


Continued from page 1 

I from people interested in starting a low power 
] radio station. 

The FCC’s proposal and questions is a mixed 
I bag, at best. While the NPRM contains many 
ideas popular amongst Free Radio activists 
(see below) and while it does not rule out 
permitting the kind of cheap, non-commercial 
radio licenses such activists have sought, it is 
likely that “public” comments from rich 
broadcasting corporations and powerful 
interest groups like the National Association 
of Broadcasters will convince the FCC to drop 
some of the best ideas contained in the 
proposal. The NPRM is’meant to defuse the 
mass electronic civil disobedience of the last 
several years. It may be that ideas from the 
Free Radio movement were only included so 
that the FCC could later argue that they 
considered these ideas. In any case, once the 
FCC issues final new rules, the crackdown 
against any remaining unlicensed stations will 
| surely intensify. 

Nonetheless, that the FCC is now even 
| considering revising its ban on low powered 
radio is unquestionably a major victory for the 
Free Radio movement. A rag tag, informal 
national network of artists, attorneys, 
dreamers, technical wizards and radicals 
numbering in the hundreds has forced the 
micro radio agenda to the national stage, and it 
| looks likely that at least some new low power 
FM stations will be licensed as a result. 

I Licensing new low power stations which are 
locally oriented is an important contribution to 
the struggle against corporate control of the 
airwaves and ultimately, corporate control of 
I the American mind. 

r.iti7Pn ar.tinn durina the comment period 


based on distance between stations, which 
would avoid the need for expensive engineering 
studies, but which would require the same 
spacing between stations operating at 50 
watts as those operating at 100 watts, 
thereby possibly eliminating opportunities for 
more stations. 

The so-called LP100 stations would be most 
similar to the community radio stations 
operated over the last 5 years by the Free 
Radio movement. Free Radio Berkeley, for 
example, usually broadcast with either a 40 or 
a 60 watt transmitter. 

LP1000 stations, by contrast, are much 
more similar to “full power” FM stations than 
they are to the cheap, strictly local radio 


diversity on the radio dial. First, the FCC 
proposes that no owner of a high power FM or 
AM station be permitted to apply for an LPFM 
license. The NPRM also proposes to prohibit 
any person or entity from owning more than 
one LPFM station in a single market. 

The proposed rules are not so strict with 
regard to owning multiple LPFM stations on a 
national basis. The NPRM supports 
permitting an individual or entity to own 
multiple stations in different markets, citing 
benefits of “national efficiencies”, and seeks 
comments on whether one owner should be 
permitted to own 5 or 10 stations nationally. 
Crucially, the FCC does not propose any 
requirement that a station owner live or have a 


A rag tag, informal national network of 
artists, attorneys, dreamers, technical 
wizards and radicals has forced the micro 
radio agenda to the national stage. 


sen/ice provided by smaller stations. These 
higher powered stations would also eat up 
considerably more geographical territory than 
would an LP100 station. 

Reading between the lines, it appears that 
the FCC intends LP1000 stations to provide 
opportunities for small business persons to 
set up stations, while LP100 stations, 
probably too small to be commercially viable, 
would be set aside for non-commercial 
operation. 

Unfortunately, many portions of the NPRM 
make it clear that LP1000 stations will be 
given distinct advantages in the inevitable 
competition between LP1000 and LP100 


presence in the community where it owns an 
LPFM. 

The FCC also proposes that there be no 
minimum requirement for locally produced 
programming on LPFM stations. This could 
mean that a private owner or a nationally 
oriented non-profit entity like an evangelical 
church could own 10 LPFM stations across the 
country, none of them where the owner or 
church was located, and program all of them 
from a central location. 

All of these provisions could significantly 
threaten LPFM’s ability to foster new voices, 
viewpoints and diversity on the airwaves. The 
CDC and other commentors are likely to 




requirement of at least some local 
programming, perhaps as high as 80 percent. 
(Local programming would mean material 
played by local DJ, and could include recorded 
music, interviews, etc.) 

Technical Issues 

The NPRM proposes permitting LPFM 
stations to broadcast on channels which would 
not be available to higher power stations, so- 
called third adjacent and second adjacent 
channels, which could vastly increase the 
number of LPFM stations which could be 
established if the FCC changes the rules. 

The FCC rules developed decades ago to 
avoid radio interference which restrict how 
closely two stations can be on the radio dial. 
Under current rules, if a station is at 104.1, 
another station within a certain geographical 
distance cannot be on the same channel (so- 
called co-channel), 104.3 (first adjacent 
channel), 104.5 (second adjacent) or even 
104.7 (third adjacent). 

Massive technological advances both in 
broadcast and receiver technology have made 
the old FCC rules obsolete. For example Free 
Radio Berkeley broadcast on 104.1 FM, which 
was second adjacent to KFOG on 104.5, 
without any noticeable interference more than 
a few feet from the antenna. The FCC bases 
its proposal on the small power of LPFM 
stations and thus their lower potential to 
cause interference. 

In a study conducted by the FCC, 2 to 10 
times as many LPFM stations could be licensed 
if they were not required to protect second 
adjacent channels. (10 vs. 43 in Jacksonville, 
Florida, 4 vs. 17 in Houston, 1 vs. 8 in 
Philadelphia, 0 vs. 6 in San Diego and 1 vs. 18 
in Kansas City, KS.) Almost no new stations in 
maior urban areas would be permitted if LPFM 





mass electronic civil disobedience of the last 
several years. It may be that ideas from the 
: ree Radio movement were only included so 
that the FCC could later argue that they 
considered these ideas. In any case, once the 
: CC issues final new rules, the crackdown 
against any remaining unlicensed stations will 
surely intensify. 

Nonetheless, that the FCC is now even 
considering revising its ban on low powered 
radio is unquestionably a major victory for the 
Free Radio movement. A rag tag, informal 
national network of artists, attorneys, 
dreamers, technical wizards and radicals 
numbering in the hundreds has forced the 
micro radio agenda to the national stage, and it 
looks likely that at least some new low power 
FM stations will be licensed as a result. 
Licensing new low power stations which are 
locally oriented is an important contribution to 
the struggle against corporate control of the 
airwaves and ultimately, corporate control of 
the American mind. 

Citizen action during the comment period 
(before April 12) is crucial to getting the 
most out of this opportunity. 

What It Says 

The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM) is a long and complex document that 
asks hundreds of questions about how a Low 
Power FM (LPFM) license system should work. 
Public comment is sought about every point. 

First, the FCC states that it is inclined to 
create two new types of licfenses, a 500-1000 
watt (LP1000) service that could be heard 
about 8.8 miles from its antenna, and a 50-100 
watt (LP100) service that could be heard 
about 3.5 miles from its antenna. The NPRM 
requests comment, but does not advocate, a 1 - 
10 watt “micro-powered” service that could 
be heard 1-2 miles from its antenna, and no 
provision is made for stations broadcasting 
from 11-49 watts or from 101-499 watts. 
The NPRM proposes a simplified application 
process for all of the new types of stations 


SF Liberation 
Radio back 
on the air 


I In open defiance of the Federal 
Communications Commission, San Francisco 
Liberation Radio went back on the air on 


A rag tag, informal national network of 
artists, attorneys, dreamers, technical 
wizards and radicals has forced the micro 
radio agenda to the national stage. 


service provided by smaller stations. These 
higher powered stations would also eat up 
considerably more geographical territory than 
would an LP100 station. 

Reading between the lines, it appears that 
the FCC intends LP1000 stations to provide 
opportunities for small business persons to 
set up stations, while LP100 stations, 
probably too small to be commercially viable, 
would be set aside for non-commercial 
operation. 

Unfortunately, many portions of the NPRM 
make it clear that LP1000 stations will be 
given distinct advantages in the inevitable 
competition between LP1000 and LP100 
stations for limited space on the radio dial. 
For instance, the Notice favors rules under 
which LP1000 stations would be considered a 
“primary” service that could not be bumped if 
a high power station decided to increase its 
signal strength. In contrast, the FCC believes 
that LP100 stations should be a considered a 
“secondary” service, subject to being put off 
the air if a higher power station wanted to 
increase their service area. For example, 
scores of “secondary” status low power TV 
stations are being forced off the air as 
“primary” TV stations go to digital signals. 

The CDC is expected to submit comments 
favoring licensing for LP100 stations, but not 
LP1000 stations, and making LP100 stations 
“primary", because LP100 licensing without 
LP1000 would promote more localism, and 
would permit far more new voices access to 
the airwaves. For example, in a study 
conducted by the FCC, only 87 new LP1000 
stations could be licensed (assuming the most 
permissive technical standards) in 20 of the 
largest US cities, while 324 LP100 stations 
could be licensed in those same 20 cities. 

Another key question posed by the Notice, 
therefore, is whether either LP1000 or 
LP100, or both, “should be restricted to non¬ 
commercial applicants” or open to both 
commercial and non-commercial applicants. 
The NPRM indicates that the channels 
kohiuoen aft and Q9 FM would Drobablv be 


presence in the community where it owns an 
LPFM. 

The FCC also proposes that there be no 
minimum requirement for locally produced 
programming on LPFM stations. This could 
mean that a private owner or a nationally 
oriented non-profit entity like an evangelical 
church could own 10 LPFM stations across the 
country, none of them where the owner or 
church was located, and program all of them 
from a central location. 

All of these provisions could significantly 
threaten LPFM’s ability to foster new voices, 
viewpoints and diversity on the airwaves. The 
CDC and other commentors are likely to 
oppose any multiple ownership and seek a 


Under current rules, if a station is at 104.1, 
another station within a certain geographical 
distance cannot be on the same channel (so- 
called co-channel), 104.3 (first adjacent 
channel), 104.5 (second adjacent) or even 
104.7 (third adjacent). 

Massive technological advances both in 
broadcast and receiver technology have made 
the old FCC rules obsolete. For example Free 
Radio Berkeley broadcast on 104.1 FM, which 
was second adjacent to KFOG on 104.5, 
without any noticeable interference more than 
a few feet from the antenna. The FCC bases 
its proposal on the small power of LPFM 
stations and thus their lower potential to 
cause interference. 

In a study conducted by the FCC, 2 to 10 
times as many LPFM stations could be licensed 
if they were not required to protect second 
adjacent channels. (10 vs. 43 in Jacksonville, 
Florida, 4 vs. 17 in Houston, 1 vs. 8 in 
Philadelphia, 0 vs. 6 in San Diego and 1 vs. 18 
in Kansas City, KS.) Almost no new stations in 
major urban areas would be permitted if LPFM 
stations were required to protect the third 
adjacent channel. 

Despite the FCC’s seeming willingness to 
bend rules which apply to full power FM 
stations to permit LPFM stations more access 
to the airwaves, the NPRM repeatedly asks 
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(before April 12) is crucial to getting the 
most out of this opportunity. 

What It Says 

The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM) is a long and complex document that 
asks hundreds of questions about how a Low 
Power FM (LPFM) license system should work. 
Public comment is sought about every point. 

First, the FCC states that it is inclined to 
create two new types of licfenses, a 500-1000 
watt (LP1000) service that could be heard 
about 8.8 miles from its antenna, and a 50-100 
watt (LP100) service that could be heard 
about 3.5 miles from its antenna. The NPRM 
requests comment, but does not advocate, a 1 - 
10 watt “micro-powered" service that could 
be heard 1-2 miles from its antenna, and no 
provision is made for stations broadcasting 
from 11-49 watts or from 101-499 watts. 
The NPRM proposes a simplified application 
process for all of the new types of stations 


SF Liberation 
Radio back 
on the air 


In open defiance of the Federal 
Communications Commission, San Francisco 
Liberation Radio went back on the air on 
February 12 at 93.7 FM. SFLR had been 
broadcasting for several years and then shut 
down'last summer after a federal court 
granted the FCC’s injunction against sister 
station Free Radio Berkeley. 

The station is broadcasting daily from 4-10 
p.m. and has been heard throughout the City. 
Broadcasters say they will continue until they 
are shut down. For more information, call 
(415)750-1714. -N.W. 
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stations for limited space on the radio dial. 
For instance, the Notice favors rules under 
which LP1000 stations would be considered a 
“primary” service that could not be bumped if 
a high power station decided to increase its 
signal strength. In contrast, the FCC believes 
that LP100 stations should be a considered a 
“secondary" service, subject to being put off 
the air if a higher power station wanted to 
increase their service area. For example, 
scores of “secondary” status low power TV 
stations are being forced off the air as 
“primary” TV stations go to digital signals. 

The CDC is expected to submit comments 
favoring licensing for LP100 stations, but not 
LP1000 stations, and making LP100 stations 
“primary", because LP100 licensing without 
LP1000 would promote more localism, and 
would permit far more new voices access to 
the airwaves. For example, in a study 
conducted by the FCC, only 87 new LP1000 
stations could be licensed (assuming the most 
permissive technical standards) in 20 of the 
largest US cities, while 324 LP100 stations 
could be licensed in those same 20 cities. 

Another key question posed by the Notice, 
therefore, is whether either LP1000 or 
LP100, or both, “should be restricted to non¬ 
commercial applicants” or open to both 
commercial and non-commercial applicants. 
The NPRM indicates that the channels 
between 88 and 92 FM would probably be 
reserved for non-commercial LPFM stations. 
These channels are already reserved for non¬ 
commercial full powered stations. The CDC is 
expected to comment that all new LPFM should 
be non-commercial only. 

A related issue is how the FCC would define 
“non-commercial” and how difficult it would be 
for small, poor community organizations to 
establish that they were non-commercial to the 
FCC’s satisfaction. Current FCC 
requirements are strict and require a 
corporation, rather than the easier to 
establish unincorporated association. The 
CDC is expected to favor less formal 
requirements to establish a “non-commercial" 
entity. 

How LPFM Would Operate 

The FCC proposes imposing what it calls 
“strict local and cross-ownership restrictions” 
on LPFM to ensure that the new radio service 
would permit new voices and increased 



oppose any multiple ownership and seek a 


major urban areas would De permitted it lkmvi 
stations were required to protect the third 
adjacent channel. 

Despite the FCC’s seeming willingness to 
bend rules which apply to full power FM 
stations to permit LPFM stations more access 
to the airwaves, the NPRM repeatedly asks 


for free 

by Sparrow 

On November 23,1998, in response to the 
federal injunction that removed Free Radio 
Beikeley from the air, and in light of the heavy- 
handed seizure tactics used by the FCC 
against other microbroadcasters, free radio 
activists decided to reclaim their airwaves by 
taking their station literally oat of the FCCs 
reach - 50 feet up a redwood tree in a 
Berkeley city park. Three platforms set by 
Earth Firstlers held the battery-powered 
equipment, food, people, and gear. The 
activists accomplished 11 days of nearly 24- 
hour-a-day broadcasts before ending the 
project voluntarily. Two FCC agents visited 
the site but took no action other than leaving 
behind a letter. The action received 


speech 

considerable local news coverage in print, TV 
and radio media, and droves of community 
supporters visited the park bringing gifts of 
food and money, including a 10-year-old boy 
who donated his allowance and a family from 
across the street who shared their 
Thanksgiving dinner. Solar Powered Urban 
Radio Transmission (SPURT) of 
Berkeley/Oakland returned to the air in 
solidarity for one afternoon, setting their 
antenna in a neighboring tree. The interest and 
goodwill shown to us by the community at large 
was overwhelming. It clearly demonstrated the 
need for non-commercial community-based 
radio, and inspired us to continue in thie 
struggle. 
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Suggested items for public comment 


Following are suggested points that persons filing comments with the FCC could make in their comments. While 
comments simply supporting the creation of low power FM licensing are important and necessary, it is crucial that the 
FCC select the best portions of its current proposal so that the legalization of community radio is more than a token 
gesture. The new radio service must be geared towards local, grassroots uses, and must be available even to tiny 
groups of people with a few hundred dollars. Most importantly, the new rules should be designed to permit the 
maximum number of new stations possible. 

cu "^ e should only license non-commercial Low Power 6. LPFM stations should only be licensed to groups or 

Rations. Licenses should be granted to either non-profit individuals who reside in the community the station would 


regional associations which would “register" 
rather than license stations. The association 
would negotiate compromises in the case of 
competing applications by working out sharing 
arrangements. For example, two stations 
could share a frequency by broadcasting at 
different times of day, by raising or lowering 
power at different times of day, or by even 
sharing a single transmitter and studio. The 
FCC would set up rules requiring all those 
interested in LPFM broadcasting to set up an 
association which would work out competing 
interests and monitor LPFM radio. The FCC 
would not issue licenses as such and would cede 
control to the association as long as there was 
no interference. 

Others have proposed that each radio 
market should have at least one “public access” 
radio station where various members of the 
community could produce programs. Finally, 
some others favor expanding the radio 
spectrum down to 75 Mhz (by eliminating 
broadcasts on TV channel 6) to open up more 
opportunities for LPFM broadcasts and avoid 
or decrease mutually exclusivity problems. 

The NPRM also seeks comment on how long a 
license should run, and on whether the licenses 
should be renewable or non-renewable. Having I 
short (5-8 year) license periods which were 
not renewable might permit others to take 
their turn at the microphone and might help to 
solve mutual exclusivity problems, since an 
applicant denied a license could reapply in a | 
few years. 


What You Can Db 
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Anyone can submit comments to the FCC 
about the NPRM on or before April 12, 1999. 











Suggested items for public comment 

Following are suggested points that persons filing comments with the FCC could make in their comments. While 
comments simply supporting the creation of low power FM licensing are important and necessary, it is crucial that the 
FCC select the best portions of its current proposal so that the legalization of community radio is more than a token 
gesture. The new radio service must be geared towards local, grassroots uses, and must be available even to tiny 
groups of people with a few hundred dollars. Most importantly, the new rules should be designed to permit the 
maximum number of new stations possible. 


1. The FCC should only license non-commercial Low Power 
FM stations. Licenses should be granted to either non-profit 
corporations or unincorporated associations with bylaws 
meeting simple minimum standards. 

2. The FCC should license stations between 10-100 watts, 
similar to LP100 stations discussed in the NPRM, but should 
not license 500-1000 watt (LP1000) stations. 

3. LP100 stations should not be relegated to “secondary 
status” but should be licensed as a Primary Service. 

4. No individual or entity should be permitted to own more 
than one LPFM station nationally or locally, and owners of 
high power FM or AM stations should not be permitted to own 
LPFM stations. 

5. LPFM stations should not be required to provide 2nd or 
3rd-adjacent protection to other stations. 


6. LPFM stations should only be licensed to groups or 
individuals who reside in the community the station would 
serve. 

7. At least 80 percent of the programming on LPFM 
stations should be locally originated, using live local DJs. 
(They could play music and interviews, etc., on their shows.) 

8. The FCC should resolve mutually exclusive applications 
with a weighted lottery and should issue 5 year non¬ 
renewable licenses. 

9. Owners of LPFM stations should not be permitted to sell 
or transfer their licenses. Otherwise, people will apply just to 
later “traffic” in licenses. 

10. If the FCC decides to permit commercial LPFM stations, 
the FCC should give preference to a non-commercial applicant 
where a commercial and non-commercial applicant seek a 
license for the same channel in the same area. 


for comment about whether the rules can be 
bent in view of the transition to digital radio. 
In late 1998, USA Digital Radio Partners LP 
(owned by huge corporate interests) 
submitted a petition for rule making which 
suggests adopting their brand of in-band-on- 
channel (IBOC) digital radio technology. IBOC 
would allow stations to simultaneously 
broadcast digital and analog (normal) radio 
signals on the same frequency during the 

Once the FCC 
issues final new 
rules, the 
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society and cannot be sacrificed to a new 
technological toy like IBOC. 

Mutually Exclusive Licenses 

A critical issue raised by the NPRM is how 
the FCC would resolve conflicting applications, 
i.e. when two individuals or entities applied for 
a license on the same frequency in the same 
area. These are called “mutually exclusive” 
applications. If the FCC licenses both 
commercial and non-commercial LPFM stations, 
the NPRM indicates that federal law will 
require the FCC to conduct an auction, giving 
the frequency to the highest bidder where two 
persons apply for the same frequency for 
commercial uses. 

In resolving mutually exclusive applications 
between two non-commercial applicants 


In another rulemaking proceeding regarding 
high power non-commercial licenses, the FCC 
indicates that where there was a mutually 
exclusive application involving a commercial vs. 
a non-commercial applicant (on the FM band 
above 92 MHz) the FCC could either 
automatically favor the non-commercial license 
or perhaps decide the issue with a lottery or 
point system. If the non-commercial applicant 
lost in a lottery or point system, then an 
auction would be conducted for the commercial 
spot. 

Some activists have suggested resolving the 
mutual exclusivity problem by setting up 


urners nave proposed mat eaon rauio 
market should have at least one “public access" 
radio station where various members of the 
community could produce programs. Finally, 
some others favor expanding the radio 
spectrum down to 75 Mhz (by eliminating 
broadcasts on TV channel 6) to open up more 
opportunities for LPFM broadcasts and avoid 
or decrease mutually exclusivity problems. 

The NPRM also seeks comment on how long a 
license should run, and on whether the licenses 
should be renewable or non-renewable. Having 
short (5-8 year) license periods which were 
not renewable might permit others to take 
their turn at the microphone and might help to 
solve mutual exclusivity problems, since an 
applicant denied a license could reapply in a 
few years. 

What You Can D6 

Anyone can submit comments to the FCC 
about the NPRM on or before April 12,1999. 
The more people who submit comments, the 
better. See the sidebar to this article for a 
list of subjects on which to comment. 

The FCC requests that people file their 
comments by computer if possible. This is also 
the easiest way to file. If you have access to 
the web, go to the fcc.gov site and select 
“comment" off the first screen you see. This 
will get you to the Electronic Comment Filing 
System where you can make your comment in 
only a few minutes. The number of the 
proceeding is MM Docket No. 99-25. 

Alternatively, you can submit comments by 
e-mailing ecfs@fcc.gov with the message 
“get form <your e-mail address>” to get a 
form and filing instructions. To submit 
comments by mail, write to Magalie Roman 
Salas, Office of the Secretary, TW-A306, 
FCC, 445 12th Street. S.W., Washington DC 
20554. To file by mail you have to include 4 
copies plus a disk with your comments, plus a 
cover letter with other info, so it might be 
better to file electronically if you possibly can. 

For more information on the Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making or the Free Radio 
Movement, contact the following: Committee 
on Democratic Communications, 558 Capp 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94110 (415) 522- 
9814, www.nlgcdc.org. MicroRadio 
Empowerment Coalition, mec@tao.ca. 


I What the future could hold I 
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not license 500-1000 watt (LP1000) stations. 

3. LP100 stations should not be relegated to “secondary 
status” but should be licensed as a Primary Service. 

4. No individual or entity should be permitted to own more 
than one LPFM station nationally or locally, and owners of 
high power FM or AM stations should not be permitted to own 
LPFM stations. 

5. LPFM stations should not be required to provide 2nd or 
3rd-adjacent protection to other stations. 
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8. The FCC should resolve mutually exclusive applications 
with a weighted lottery and should issue 5 year non¬ 
renewable licenses. 

9. Owners of LPFM stations should not be permitted to sell 
or transfer their licenses. Otherwise, people will apply just to 
later “traffic” in licenses. 

10. If the FCC decides to permit commercial LPFM stations, 
the FCC should give preference to a non-commercial applicant 
where a commercial and non-commercial applicant seek a 
license for the same channel in the same area. 


for comment about whether the rules can be 
bent in view of the transition to digital radio. 
In late 1998, USA Digital Radio Partners LP 
(owned by huge corporate interests) 
submitted a petition for rule making which 
suggests adopting their brand of in-band-on- 
channel (IBOC) digital radio technology. IBOC 
would allow stations to simultaneously 
broadcast digital and analog (normal) radio 
signals on the same frequency during the 


Once the FCC 
issues final new 
rules, the 

crackdown against 
any remaining 
unlicensed 
stations will 
surely intensify 


transition from analog to digital, permitting 
listeners with new or old radios to hear the 
signals. Corporate interests are certain to 
argue that the FCC cannot license LPFM radio 
service because it would interfere with the 
multi-billion dollar transition to digital. Free 
Radio commentors like the CDC are expected 
to argue that IBOC and LPFM can co-exist and 
that in any case, diversity on the airwaves and 
the ability to have alternative viewpoints 
discussed is vitally important to a democratic 


society and cannot be sacrificed to a new 
technological toy like IBOC. 

Mutually Exclusive Licenses 

A critical issue raised by the NPRM is how 
the FCC would resolve conflicting applications, 
i.e. when two individuals or entities applied for 
a license on the same frequency in the same 
area. These are called “mutually exclusive” 
applications. If the FCC licenses both 
commercial and non-commercial LPFM stations, 
the NPRM indicates that federal law will 
require the FCC to conduct an auction, giving 
the frequency to the highest bidder where two 
persons apply for the same frequency for 
commercial uses. 

In resolving mutually exclusive applications 
between two non-commercial applicants 
(applications will be virtually free), the FCC 
requests comments about which of three 
models it should use: (1) lottery; (2) point 
system; and (3) first come, first served. 

In a lottery system, a license would be 
awarded at random, perhaps with extra 
chances awarded to increase ethnic diversity 
or based on other factors. In a point system, 
applicants would receive points for various 
characteristics (ethnic diversity, local control, 
affiliation with an accredited school, etc.) and 
the applicant with the most points would be 
awarded the license. In a first come, first 
served system, the first person to get an 
application on file would receive the license. 

This is a very important issue. Hundreds or 
thousands of mutually exclusive applications 
for LPFM stations can be expected, especially 
in urban areas. Religious broadcasters may 
often compete with community groups for 
access to LPFM. 


In another rulemaking proceeding regarding 
high power non-commercial licenses, the FCC 
indicates that where there was a mutually 
exclusive application involving a commercial vs. 
a non-commercial applicant (on the FM band 
above 92 MHz) the FCC could either 
automatically favor the non-commercial license 
or perhaps decide the issue with a lottery or 
point system. If the non-commercial applicant 
lost in a lottery or point system, then an 
auction would be conducted for the commercial 
spot. 

Some activists have suggested resolving the 
mutual exclusivity problem by setting up 


comments by computer if possible. This is also 
the easiest way to file. If you have access to 
the web, go to the fcc.gov site and select 
“comment" off the first screen you see. This 
will get you to the Electronic Comment Filing 
System where you can make your comment in 
only a few minutes. The number of the 
proceeding is MM Docket No. 99-25. 

Alternatively, you can submit comments by 
e-mailing ecfs@fcc.gov with the message 
“get form <your e-mail address>” to get a 
form and filing instructions. To submit 
comments by mail, write to Magalie Roman 
Salas, Office of the Secretary, TW-A306, 
FCC, 445 12th Street. S.W., Washington DC 
20554. To file by mail you have to include 4 
copies plus a disk with your comments, plus a 
cover letter with other info, so it might be 
better to file electronically if you possibly can. 

For more information on the Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making or the Free Radio 
Movement, contact the following: Committee 
on Democratic Communications, 558 Capp 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94110 (415) 522- 
9814, www.nlgcdc.org. MicroRadio 
Empowerment Coalition, mec@tao.ca. 


What the future could hold 

The following table shows the number of new, 100 watt FM radio stations which could be 
licensed in various cities under the FCC’s proposal assuming no requirement to protect 
second or third adacent channels. The table is from an FCC study that made many 
conservative assumptions. The number of stations that could be licensed would be 
considerably higher if the FCC allowed LP100 stations to receive some interference from 
other stations. The number of stations in the study is also low becase the FCC assumed every 
station would locate at the site that would preclude the maximum number of other stations. 


New York 

0 

San Francisco 

2 

Tucson 

51 

Mobile 

33 

Los Angeles 

6 

Baltimore 

9 

Albquerque 

67 

Richmond 

59 

Chicago 

2 

Jacksonville 

43 

Atlanta 

36 

Montgomery 

24 

Houston 

17 

Columbus 

36 

Miami 

30 

Spokane 

14 

Philadelphia 

8 

Milwaukee 

18 

Las Vegas 

84 

Des Moines 

19 

San Diego 

6 

Washington 

4 

St. Louis 

43 

Little Rock 

24 

Phoenix 

47 

Boston 

4 

Cincinnati 

18 

Salt Lake City 

18 

Dallas 

9 

Nashville 

40 

Pittsburgh 

7 

Boise 

28 

San Antonio 

43 

Denver 

9 

Minneapolis 

16 

Kansas City 

18 

Detroit 

4 

Cleveland 

25 

Omaha 

32 

Peoria 

17 

San Jose 

4 

Oklahoma City 

41 

Raleigh 

9 

Santa Barbara 

35 

Indianapolis 

22 

Charlotte 

13 

Baton Rouge 

14 

T renton 

4 











April 9 • 5:30 p.m. 

East Bay Crticial Mass bike ride. 
Meet at Berkeley BART. Reclaim 
the Streets film showing & 
discussion of June 18 international 
protest after the ride (8:30) at 3124 
Shattuck, Berkeley 


March 15-21 

Protest the landing of the Marines in 
Oakland. Call 510 654-5628 for 
info. 

March 21 • noon-5 p.m. 

People’s Park Community Garden 
spring planting day. West end of the 
Park, Haste above Telegraph, 
Berkeley. Call 510 658-9178 for 
info. 

March 22 

Youth Lobby Day: queer and ally 
youth gather and protest at State 
Capital for safety and acceptance in 
schools. Call Orin, 415 703-6150 
x!5 for info. 

March 27 • 10 am - 6 pm 

Anarchist Bookfair. San Francisco 
County Fair Building, 9th Ave. & 
Lincoln Way in Golden Gate Park. 
Free. 

March 27-April 4 

Holy Week peace walk from Las 
Vegas to the Nevada Test Site (65 
miles) to protest the subcritical 
nuclear testing. For reservations call 
510-658-7309. 


April 10 • 8:30 a.m. 

Raising Peaceful Children, 
workshop to assist parents of pre¬ 
schoolers. 1035 Detroit Ave #200, 
Concord. $10. Preregister 925- 
939-7531. 

April 11*4 p.m. 

Slingshot new volunteer meeting. 

3124 Shattuck, Berkeley. 

April 12 

Last day to file comments on the 
Federal Communications 
Commissions’ proposal to legalize 
some form of micro-powered 
radio. See page 15 for how to send 
comments. 

April 15 

War Tax Resistance Day. Protest at 
your local Post Office. 

April 17 

Empowering Women of Color 
Conference, with keynote by Dr. M. 
Joycelyn Elders. For more info call 
510-642-2876 x5 

April 17*11 a.m. - 5:30 

Berkeley Earth Day and eco-motion 
parade. Center & MLK. 


April 2-4 

West Coast Food Not Bombs 
Gathering. Ventura, Calif. Call 805 
541-3925 for info. 


April 8*7 p.m. 

Native American Film Festival. 
Phoebe Hearst Museum of 
Anthropology, UCB. Free. Call 510- 
643-7648. 
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April 24 • 10:30 a.m. 

Millions for Mumia! Stop the 
execution. Western regional mass 
demonstration, San Francisco (with I 
simultaneous demos in Philadelphia] 
and elsewhere). Gather at Mission 
Delores Park ; march to Rally at 
Civic Center. Contact 415-821 - 
0459 for info. 

April 25 • noon or so 

Concert for 30th anniversary of 
People’s Park. Haste above 
Telegraph. Free. 


HAY 

May 1*11 a.m. 

Reclaim May Day/lntemational 
Workers' Day. Dolores Park, SF. 
Call 415-339-7801. (See pg. 6.) 

May I • Noon 

May Day is Jay Day Marijuana 
Demonstration. Stand up for 
legalization. Civic Center Plaza, SF. 
Call 415 971-3573. 

May 7-10 

Nevada Test Site demonstration to 
end nuclear weapons testing and 
reclaim Shoshone land. Call 760- 
852-4175 (see pg 2.) 

May 9th 

Celebration of John Brown’s 
birthday at his gravesite. See pg. 2. 
PO Box 24869, Oakland, CA 94623. 

May 18 

Article deadline for issue #65 of 
Slingshot. Send 'em to 3124 
Shattuck Ave., Berkeley, CA 94705. 

May 21-23 

Portland, OR Second Regional 
Conference to End Corporate 
Dominance. Portland State 
University. Free. Contact 503-428- 
2354 for info. 














